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See our view of the immigration debate (page 4) 


A question of priorities 

February 18th marked the last day on 
which fox-hunting could legally be practised 
in the United Kingdom. It was a day of great 
rejoicing for the anti-foxhunting brigade, 
while for the hunting community it was one 
of nostalgia and sorrow mixed with defiance: 
many proclaimed their resolve to carry on, 
law or no law. Some vowed they would 
break the law; others said that they would 
operate within it while continuing to kill 
foxes — by shooting them instead of having 
them torn apart by the hounds. 

For our part, we have tended on the 
whole to support the hunting faction. This is 
not because, given the choice, we would 
wish to engage in foxhunting ourselves. It is 
because the hunt is a long-established British 
rural tradition, and we can see that the 
motivation of the political left in opposing it 
has nothing whatever to do with compassion 
for animals and everything to do with a war 
against tradition per se. We can also see that 
another factor in the Left’s opposition to 
hunting is pure class hatred — misplaced 
because, far from the hunt being a pastime 
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just for the country gentry, it is engaged in by 
people from all social groups. 

We have also supported foxhunting 
because, at the end of the day, we believe that 
its participants should have the freedom to 
engage in a pastime of their choice. We do 
not believe that individual freedom should be 
absolute (as do many Tory libertarians); it 
has to be curbed when the national interest 
requires. However, here there is no vital 
national interest that calls for the curbing of 
this particular freedom; hence it should have 
been preserved. 

All this having been said, a few addit- 
ional comments are called for, which some 
may think do not read well from the stand- 
point of the pro-hunting fraternity. We have 
to say that in the passion they have put into 
their cause they have shown a peculiar sense 
of priorities and, also, a great deal of hypoc- 
risy. 

Hunting has been defended — in some 
instances by quite militant means, such as the 
invasion of Parliament last September — on 
the grounds that it is an essential part of our 
British culture and identity. The Spectator 
magazine on 19th February featured a totally 
over-the-top headline on its front page saying 
‘Goodbye England’. Inside was an article by 
editor Boris Johnson in support of hunting 
and praising those who have fought, and will 
continue to fight, to preserve the tradition. 
This was, equally absurdly, titled ‘The end of 
part of England’. 

Well maybe. But does it not occur to Mr. 
Johnson, and indeed the whole of the hunting 
community, that ‘England’ — or to be more 
precise Britain —is menaced by certain other 
forces far more than by the anti-hunt mob? 
The end of England/Britain is heralded when 
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PRO-HUNT MILITANCY 
Would these people demonstrate in the 
same way against the destruction of 
Britain’s racial identity? 


we cast our eyes on almost any street in any 
major city, or on the entrances to schools in 
places like London, Birmingham, Leicester, 
Bradford, Manchester, Liverpool — and more 
lately Glasgow. We can see it in the election 
literature of the mainstream parties and in 
police recruiting advertisements, now printed 
in a multitude of languages as well as 
English. The dire threat to our national exist- 
ence posed by immigration and multi-racial- 
ism dwarfs into insignificance the legislation 
aimed at putting an end to foxhunting, undes- 
irable though this legislation may be. 

So why are these folk, so angry and 
passionate about the abolition of their right to 
hunt foxes, not putting some of that anger 
and passion into speaking out and demon- 
strating against the systematic destruction of 
their nation and a// its culture and traditions 
that is consequential on the growth in this 
country of a huge and ever-burgeoning non- 
white population? 

The answer is, of course, that a great 
many of them — perhaps the majority — are 
unhappy about the latter, but they are simply 


on the 


month’s news 


too frightened to be seen opposing it in any 
meaningful way. It would not fit nicely with 
their respectable image in their various rural 
communities, and in the cases of some it 
might jeopardise their jobs and businesses. 

Far better, then, a ‘safe’ form of protest 
against all that is going on in the name of 
liberalism, leftism and political correctness, 
all that bears the stamp of New Labour. 

It is for this reason that we find it rather 
an effort to feel great sympathy for the 
hunters who last month enacted their final 
rituals amongst much chagrin and tears. 


His master’s voice? 


Newspaper headlines on the 15th Febru- 
ary announced that the new Home Secretary, 
Charles Clarke, contrary to protestations 
made by Prime Minister Blair a short time 
earlier, had said that Britain needs more, not 
fewer, immigrants. This statement was 
regarded as highly embarrassing to Clarke’s 
chief, as hitherto he had been desperately 
trying to persuade the electorate that Labour 
would bring out its own programme for 
immigration controls (see our editorial on 
page four). Who was actually speaking for the 
Government, Blair or Clarke? 

We suspect that there was more to this 
contradiction than meets the eye. It seems 
inconceivable that Mr. Clarke would come 
out with a public declaration of such 
momentous importance, not to say contro- 
versy, had he not first cleared it with the 
Premier. What is afoot? Is this Labour’s way 
of trying to face two ways at once: Blair 
pitching his appeal to the British majority 
while his underling gives the wink to the 
various minorities that he (Blair) doesn’t 
really mean what he says. Was the Clarke 
outburst calculated to mollify Labour’s left? 
In the coming months perhaps more will be 
revealed, but we can say with fair certainty 
that Mr. Blair’s talk of ‘controls’ is nothing 
more than hot air, and that we will see no 
action whatever on the matter — any more 
than we will, by the way, from the Tories. 
Remember, folks, there is an election just 
round the corner, and the voting proles have 
to be thrown a few crumbs! 


Hoist with their own petard 
We have always been somewhat sceptical 
about the usefulness of the British Council, 
whose job is to tell the world about Britain’s 
virtues and achievements. A truly strong, 
proud and self-confident nation does not feel 
bound to keep on proclaiming to everyone 
how great it is; it lets its deeds speak for it. It 
seems that the less Britain has come to count 
among the.nations the more it has felt bound 
to keep reminding others, at huge national 
expense, how much it still does count. 
There was outrage in the press last month 
when a recent British Council promotion 


depicted our country in what many thought 
was the worst possible light, telling everyone 
how bad a deal ethnic minorities get (sic!) 
and how riddled the country is with ‘racism’. 
Included was an illustration of an urban 
scene where teenagers were shown playing 
under an advertising hoarding showing a 
National Front logo beside a swastika. There 
were also pictures of the fenced-off entrance 
to the Channel Tunnel. 

Apparently, a Muslim group was comm- 
issioned to produce this promotion, and its 
purpose was to illustrate Britain to the 
Islamic world. The outrage at the result was 
prompted by anger at how little this group 
seemed to appreciate the country that had 
opened its doors to immigrants, including 
Muslims, and how it was instead determined 
to sell us short. 

Well, serve the British Council bloody 
well right! If it was daft enough to authorise 
this promotion, it deserves the opprobrium 
coming to it. Quite how a body, charged with 
promoting the best image for Britain over- 
seas, is fulfilling that task by appointing such 
a gang in the first place is beyond the under- 
standing of any sane person. 


Islam threatens: will party 


leaders back down? 


More outrage! This time it comes from 
Muslim leaders, who are threatening to with- 
draw support from the Tories and Liberal 
Democrats because of their opposition to the 
Government’s religious hatred bill. The bill, 
as readers will know, aims to make incite- 
ment to religious hatred an offence in the 
United Kingdom just as is incitement to 
racial hatred, and we publish an article on 
that very subject in this issue. 

According to a report in The Sunday 
Times on 6th February:- 


“The leaders, who are from some of the 
most influential Muslim organisations in 
the country, say that they may tell their 
communities to ‘take into account’ the 
stance of the two parties on the bill when 
they cast their votes in the general 
election expected this year.” 


This invites two comments. The first is 
that we have reached quite a pass in formerly 
Great Britain when a minority community 
feels it can apply blackmail against British 
political parties in the way that is evident 
here. Perhaps indeed it can! 

The other comment is more in the way of 
a question. Will Messrs. Howard and Kenn- 
edy stand firm in the face of this threat? If 
past and present form is any guide, this is in 
some doubt. Neither leader is exactly made 
of the breed that defended Rorke’s Drift (in 
Howard’s case not his fault!). One thing can 
be said with certainty. Whatever the two may 
do, their decisions will be calculated solely 


in terms of electoral profit or loss and in no 
way influenced by any consideration for the 
national interest. 


Anti-Semitism? No, 
just plain silliness 


In the huge stink that the Tories and the 
press kicked up at the end of January over 
Labour’s allegedly ‘anti-Semitic’ election 
posters depicting Michael Howard and 
Shadow Home Secretary Oliver Letwin the 
real point of the issue seems to be lost. 

As is known, one poster showed Howard 
in a Shylock-like pose holding a watch, 
while another portrayed Howard and Letwin 
as flying pigs. The national paranoia over 
Jewish matters inevitably burst loose, and 
Labour was accused of exploiting the Jew- 
ishness of the two Tories for electoral gain. 

For a party so heavily in hock to Jewish 
interests, the suggestion was utterly absurd. 
What the posters demonstrated was not the 
sinister spectre of ‘anti-Semitism’ emerging 
in Labour’s ranks but the sheer juvenile level 
to which contemporary British politics have 
now descended. This stuff was an insult, not 
to the Jews, but to the intelligence of the 
readers of schoolboy comics, who despite 
their tender years would probably expect 
something a bit more serious. 

And in that regard we can expect manif- 
estations equally infantile from the Tories 
and LibDems as the election gets nearer. 


Remembering Dresden 


Last month ceremonies were held in the 
German city of Dresden marking the 60th 
anniversary of the terrible raids by British 
and American bombers which devastated the 
city in the final months of the Second World 
War, with a death toll variously estimated 
between 35,000 and ten times that number 
(depending on one’s viewpoint). 

As on most such occasions, genuine 
reflection on tragedy is mixed with stupid 
chatter and axe-grinding. One example of 
the latter was a report in The Sunday Tele- 
graph (6th February) saying that German 
‘Neo-Nazis’ (for whom read patriots) were 
going to the ceremonies to stage ‘anti- 
British’ protests. Actually, the protests were 
aimed, not against Britain as such, but 
against the British establishment, which 
whines about the ‘Holocaust’ involving Jews 
but tries to justify this one by. citing the 
necessities of war. 

But some Germans are just as bad. 
Stephan Fritz, pastor of the city’s. Frauen- 
kirche, attempted to whitewash the bombing 
by saying that Dresden had been a ‘Nazi 
city’, like all the rest of them. 

So that makes the incineration of these 
countless thousands of innocent people all 
right then! 
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Time to cut the cackie in the immigration debate 


Multi-culturalism is in crisis. By that I 
don’t just mean that political correctness has 
‘gone mad’, as the Daily Mail likes to put it: 
the British public worked that out long ago, 
and merely shrugs when it learns (for exam- 
ple) that the Lake District National Park is to 
abolish its guided walks because they attract 
insufficient numbers of black people. ‘Polit- 
ical correctness’ is shorthand for the etiquette 
and working practices of the most influential 
ideology of our age: multi-culturalism or 
‘identity’ politics’. And that ideology is 
falling apart... 

The notion that the essential function of 
multi-culturalism is to assuage the guilt of a 
white élite certainly makes sense; the inter- 
esting question is whether the ideology can 
survive the evidence of its practical failure 
and the growing mockery of its supposed 
beneficiaries. I suspect that it might not: the 
anti-racist functionaries are beginning to 
grow pale and weary like the gods in Das 
Rheingold, deprived of their youth and dimly 
aware that a world order is collapsing about 
them. 

DAMIAN THOMPSON 
The Spectator (29.1.05) 


In his ‘personal pledge’ to restrict the 
number of people coming into Britain, 
Michael Howard did not fail to include the 
customary proviso without which no pro- 
nouncement on this subject may be made: 
“Some people say this is racism. It is not. It is 
common sense.” 

It is both ‘racism’ and common sense. The 
word ‘racism’, always remember, is of quite 
recent coinage. If it meant the universal and 
ineradicable human tendency to distinguish 
between different races, their differing qual- 
ities and potentials and to prefer some races 
to others, then until recently everybody was 
‘racist’ and most people are ‘racist’ now... 

When Mr. Howard dutifully disavowed 
‘racism’, he was making obeisance to this 
hypocritical convention. This did not, of 
course, save him from immediate accusations 
in the media of “playing the race card.” He 
would have done better to take courage, 
disavow the whole fraudulent apparatus of 
‘anti-racism’ and ‘political correctness’, 
denounce it for all the harm it has done to 
this country and all it is going to do. He 
might as well have “played the race card,” in 
fact. 

PETER SIMPLE 
The Daily Telegraph (28.1.05) 


Iam constantly plagued by smug wiseacres 
who tell me that I must support the Useless 
Tories because they are the ‘only alternative’ 
to Labour. Look, listen a moment, will you? 

The Tories would only be an alternative if 


The things they're saying 


EXTRACTS FROM THE MAINSTREAM MEDIA 


(a) they could win an election; and (b) they 
would be any different from Labour if they 
did. 

Well, they won’t win. Tory headquarters 
echoes to the weeping of its experts, who 
stare in despair at the dismal private polls. 

Hence Michael Howard’s pathetic death- 
bed conversion to the cause of limiting imm- 
igration. Sadly, since he is a keen supporter 
of the EU, which will not allow him to do 
any of the things he promises, the conversion 
is meaningless. 

PETER HITCHENS 
The Mail on Sunday (30.1.05) 


So the Prime Minister visits a dreary day- 
time chat show and Coronation Street. Next 
stop, Top of the Pops. With his backing for 
house arrests we await his stint in Celebrity 
Big Brother. 

The election campaign has yet to begin 
(officially) but already we voters are in des- 
pair. Will Michael Howard demand parity 
from the BBC and a duet with Jamelia? 

Labour’s advertising demon is Trevor 
Beattie, whose greatest contribution to civil- 
isation was the FCUK campaign. Tony 
Blair’s campaign says FCUK the voters and 
FCUK thought. Alastair Campbell, hauled 
back from the funny farm, releases two of the 
crassest posters ever and calls this “being 
professional.” 

Even when Blair does touch on politics he 
merely seeks to deceive, such as ‘cracking 
down’ (again) on incapacity benefit while 
assuring its 2.7 million recipients that, er, he 
isn’t. 

Negativity, lies — yep, it could work. But 
please, Tone, spare us the hand-wringing 
afterwards about why we are alienated from 
politics. 

JASPER GERARD 
The Sunday Times (6.2.05) 


I will go further: the history of Iraq since 
the Twenties demonstrates that only dictator- 
ship, whether moderate or ruthless, could 
hold together a country so fractrured by 
racial, religious and clan rivalries. I do wonder 
if either Bush or Blair have ever bothered to 
study Iraq’s political and social past. 

So if — if? — Bush and Blair’s hoped for 
‘democracy’ is up and running in Iraq by 
2006, how long will it last? One year? Five 
years? Will the new Iraqi army always prove 
loyal to democratic governments? 

And if, in the distant future, another 
Saddam seizes power, will we have to invade 
the country all over again? 

CORRELLI BARNETT 
Daily Mail (27.1.05) 


The great intellectual curse of the French 
Revolution, which has crippled political 
thought for more than two centuries, was the 
reduction of all discourse into ‘left’ and 
‘right’. From the beginning, it was an infan- 
tile notion that replaced rational argument 
with a playground division into two gangs 
who understood nothing clearly except how 
much they hated each other. Despite the fact 
that nobody has ever been able to define the 
beliefs of ‘left’ and ‘right’ or the differences 
between them, this has not stopped political 
humanity joining these sides and facing each 
other with all the fury of Lilliput and Blef- 
uscu fighting over whether to break eggs at 
the big and or small end. The resulting feud- 
ing has been sterile and idiotic. It has stymied 
political philosophy. It must end if we are to 
progress with rational politics. 

ANDREW KENNY 
The Spectator (5.2.05) 


Civil liberties groups are bouncing up and 
down in outrage at the Government’s pro- 
posals to put foreign terrorists under house 
arrest. 

Funny, I don’t-remember hearing a peep 
out of them when Jack Straw put Chile’s 
General Pinochet under house arrest in Britain 
at the request of an attention-seeking Spanish 
magistrate. 

RICHARD LITTLEJOHN 
The Sun (28.1.05) 


Ah yes, we need to have an ‘honest and 
open public debate’ about immigration, the 
Government says. What a novelty! 

Some of us recall that governments (of 
both parties) have been promising that for — 
what is it, 20, 30 or 40 years? It is hard to 
keep the score. 

But the result is always the same: vague 
noises about tightening up, calls for more 
accurate statistics (curiously unavailable 
from Whitehall) and less vague noises about 
the wickedness of racism. And still the 
number of legal and illegal immigrants 
mounts, as does public anger. 

ANDREW ALEXANDER 
Daily Mail (28.1.05) 


The Government has mishandled immig- 
ration throughout its time in office. Now, 
within sight of elections, it expects us to be 
sO supine as to trust it finally to grasp the 
immigration issue. 

As a retired immigration officer, I have 
repeatedly criticised the abolition by the last 
Conservative administration, on grounds of 
cost, of the embarkation control. 

TONY ADAMS 
Letter in The Times (9.2.05) 
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DEATH AND TRAGEDY 
IN ‘FREEDOM’S’ CAUSE 


A FRONT-PAGE headline in The Sun 
newspaper on 31st January said it all. A 
number of British and Commonwealth 
servicemen, estimated at “up to 20” but 
later found to be fewer, had just been 
killed when an RAF Hercules transporter 
plane crashed in Iraq on the very day 
voters in that country were going to the 
polling stations to take part in the first 
election there since the toppling of 
Saddam Hussein. At the top right-corner 
of the page an Iraqi woman was pictured 
giving a ‘victory’ salute, while the big 
headline said of the men lost in the crash: 
“They died for freedom.” 

The servicemen, actually ten in number, 
included some élite SAS and other special 
forces troops. They comprised a cross- 
section of the very best of young British (and 
in one case Australian) manhood. They were 
men who had been trained at considerable 
national expense — though that, of course, 
was never the main consideration in their 
tragic loss. They had died in a remote foreign 
desert, and for what purpose? Defending 
their country? Protecting any of its vital 
interests? Fighting its enemies? No, none of 
these things. They were in Iraq as part of the 
process of maintaining peace and order on 
polling day. Their deaths provided yet one 
more example of the utter madness of intern- 
ationalism. 

Tony Blair, of course, had to say some- 
thing. He it was who sent these men to Iraq in 
the first place on the basis of a lie: that the 
Iraqis had in their possession “weapons of 
mass-destruction” — this lie serving to 
sustain another: that, had such weapons 
existed, they would have been used against 
Britain or her interests or people. Tony 
proclaimed: “Yet again, we see the sacrifice 
they make. The families of those who lost 
their lives can be so proud of what their 
loved ones accomplished.” 

Sacrifice made for what? And what did 
the dead men accomplish? Blair’s words 
amount to just another sample of the empty 
rhetoric so beloved of liberals, who for ever 
imagine that their publics will accept pious 
sentiments as substitutes for the real and the 
meaningful. Everyone recognises that soldiers 
and members of the other services have to be 
prepared to make sacrifices, sometimes of 
their lives, where the survival and interests 
of their country are at stake; and _ their 
families are proud of them when they fulfil 
this duty. But when such sacrifices are made 
for any other purpose — in particular when 
the purpose is only to feed the vanity of 
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politicians and enable them to satisfy the 
clamour of noisy lobbies and win pats on the 
head from foreign leaders — whatever pride 
there may be is submerged in anger: the 
anger, for instance, of the uncle of Scott 
McArdle (22) of the Black Watch, killed 
with two comrades by a suicide car bomber 
in Iraq a mere two months before the 
Hercules crash. He said: “The boys were 
prepared to defend their country but not to go 
and fight other countries’ wars.” 

But fighting other countries’ wars is what 
it seems to be all about in these days of 
presumed ‘global responsibility’. Look at 
any recruiting poster for our armed services 
and you are unlikely to read anything about 
young people being needed to defend 
Britain. Far more probable is a load of vapid 


ores Iraqis dety te terror | 
flock 


@But 20 Brits killed’ in’ 


Special Forces plane crash.. > 


THE WAY A NEWSPAPER SAW IT 
British lives are worth sacrificing, appar- 
ently, so that Iraqis may have votes. 


mumbo-jumbo about social and welfare 
work to be carried out among people in the 
Balkans whose needs have only arisen 
because the internationalists of a decade or 
so ago took it upon themselves to interfere in 
that region of the world, where far fewer 
problems would have been caused had the 
locals been left to sort out their own local 
quarrels. 


Iraq has elections — big deal! 


When the Iragis went to vote on 30th 
January, British journalists and broadcasters 
went into ecstasies of national self-con- 
gratulation — as if it were any damned 
business of ours, indeed if it mattered a gnats 
eyebrow to people in this country what 


politicians these Iraqis elected, or whether 
indeed they had the chance to elect any at all. 
The minority here with any knowledge of 
Middle Eastern affairs know full well that 


As more Britons 
are killed in Iraq, 
JOHN TYNDALL 
counts the cost of 
globalist ideology 


the processes of the system we know as 
‘democracy’ are almost wholly strange and 
alien to peoples like the Iraqis, that the latter 
have no overpowering desire for them, and 
that all they really want is food, water and 
other basic services, and security and peace 
to go about their own lives with a semblance 
of order around them. Actually, under 
Saddam Hussein they had these things to a 
degree seldom experienced in their past and 
most certainly not experienced since he was 
overthrown. But at the end of the day why 
should British people care a damn either 
way? We have mountainous problems of our 
own here in this country which should be 
occupying us 100 per cent and should be the 
objects of our leaders’ full focus. We simply 
have not time to worry about what happens 
in Iraq; and least of all should we be wanting 
our armed forces personnel to be over there 
shot at and bombed while they attempt to 
hold the ring. 


Behind all the hype 


Of course, we know that there is much 
more to all this hocus-pocus about ‘democ- 
racy’ and ‘freedom’ for Iraq than meets the 
eye. We know that powerful interests are 
involved: the interests of oil; the interests of 
Zionism, Israel and Jewry; the interests of 
politicians, on both sides of the Atlantic, 
beholden to these powers. We know that Iraq 
was not invaded, then occupied, to bestow 
this mythical ‘freedom’ on its people; we 
know that these things took place for reasons 
wholly different and utterly remote from the 
desires and concerns of the ordinary man or 
woman in the street in Baghdad or Basra. We 
know that the recent elections in Iraq were 
simply charades staged to ensure that US- 
Zionist puppets occupied the country’s 
political offices while the Iraqi people were 


bamboozled into thinking they got there by 
their (the people’s) free democratic choice. 
All this is known and understood by serious 
students of world politics who take care to 
use their faculties to inform themselves and 
to think. 

The issue was never better put than in an 
editorial in The Barnes Review magazine*, 
published in Washington for January/Febru- 
ary 2005, which said:- 


““Democracy’ has nothing to do with 
procedures, fair elections, numerous 
parties or equal access to media. Demo- 
cracy, or any other term used often in 
politics, never refers to anything that 
abstract. All political abstractions mask a 
specific content, a specific agenda of a 
group of powerful people. The history of 
political thought cannot be separated 
from the power relationships that exist in 
any society that produces political 
thought. 

“Democracy, however, has a consistent 
use within the system of American 
empire. First, it refers to an economic 
system. The system in this regard consid- 
ered ‘democratic’ is one that permits the 
International Monetary Fund to set 
macro-economic policy. It is demanded 
that states permit the free access of 
multi-nationals to natural resources and 
cheap labour. Any sort of protections for 
labour need to be done away with, and 
large industry is favoured over small 
proprietorship. 

“Secondly, ‘democracy’ has a social and 
cultural content. ‘Democracy’ (and its 
close cousin ‘civil society’) refers to free 
access to abortion, gay rights, separation 
of religion from state and the complete 
denationalisation of society. No nation- 
alist party or organisation is permitted to 
have any power or authority over any- 
thing. Years ago, when Jérg Haider’s 
Freedom Party won a sizeable chunk of 
Austria’s parliament, it was condemned 
worldwide as ‘anti-democratic’. When 
Serbia’s radicals won local elections 
recently, this too was called ‘anti-demo- 
cratic’. The fact that all of these came 
about through free and fair elections was 
irrelevant, for ‘anti-democratic’ can only 
refer to the loss of the empire’s status in a 
particular state.” 


Liberal hypnosis 


The foregoing having been said, the very 
fact that the airy-fairy ‘democratic’ scenario 
as depicted in Iraq should actually be 
believed in and supported with passionate 
conviction by tens of thousands of small- 
time newspaper columnists, and millions of 
their readers, throughout the West is an 
indication of the hypnotic spell cast by 
liberal, one-world ideology over masses of 
people. Of course, in the case of the media 
operatives the spell is well lubricated by the 
generous salaries they earn and the numerous 
perks that go with the job; it suits them to 
believe the hogwash that they write and 
speak. But the same cannot be said of their 
readers and viewers, large numbers of whom 


actually accept that countries like the US and 
Britain have a ‘duty’ to bring free(!!!) 
elections to Iraqis, if necessary at the cost of 
the lives of their soldiery. 

The same is true, of course, of the 
hysteria that politicians and journalists are 
able work up over the plight of the poor and 
hungry in the Third World. Our Chancellor, 
Gordon Brown, has recently announced a 
plan likely to cost Britain £1 billion, 
designed to provide aid for countries said to 
be below the “poverty line’, whatever that is; 
and he has called upon the other richer 
nations to follow our lead. There is nothing 
new about this; it has been going on for more 
than half a century, while the Third World is 
still as poor as ever it was. We know, of 
course, that in Brown’s case it is all an act. 
He wants to get himself the title of Africa’s 
number-one champion in Britain; and why is 
this? Simple. Gordon wants the Labour 
leadership, and he sees the party’s left wing 
as his constituency. The Labour left consists 
of legions of folk to whom Third World 
poverty is a cause for ritual hand-wringing 
and agonised sleepless nights. What makes 
so many people think it worth giving all that 
money to hungry Africans rather than spend 
it on hungry Britons and on achieving better 
public services at home? Again, the phantom 
of ‘global responsibility’, the internationalist 
‘liberal conscience’. The good socialist and 
progressive must love and care about every 
country but his own. 


Condoleezza reads the Riot Act 


A report appeared in The Sunday Tele- 
graph on 6th February which should give us 
cause for serious reflection. It said that the 
recently appointed US Secretary of State, 
Condoleezza Rice, had announced that 
Washington “would not tolerate” any further 
erosion of democracy in Russia. Said the 
good lady during a trip to Poland:- 


“Tt is important that Russia make clear to 
the world that it is intent on strengthening 
the rule of law, strengthening the role of 
the independent judiciary, permitting a 
free and independent press to flourish. 
These are all basics of democracy.” 


The report went on to say that the White 
House had grown increasingly alarmed over 
President Vladimir Putin’s authoritarian 
stance, and that there was widespread concern 
at his attempts to centralise control over the 
media and to concentrate power in the hands 
of a small group of former KGB staff. 

Now this really deserves a bit of analysis. 
The rule of law! Does Miss Rice really 
contend, as we might infer, that America’s 
multi-racial cities provide admirable exam- 
ples of the rule of law — examples that the 
world would be recommended to follow?!!! 
And what about a free and independent 
press? Almost the entire press and broad- 
casting services in the United States are 
controlled, directly or indirectly, by Jewish 


interests and employed for Jewish interests. 
Where they do not actually own the news- 
papers (and they own most of the main ones) 
they can keep them in line by advertising 
pressures. But that, according to Miss Rice 
and her boss in the White House, means 
‘freedom’. We are reminded of the Barnes 
Review leader article. ‘Freedom’ means what 


BRINGING HOME THE DEAD 
A coffin containing one of the crash 
victims returns to the UK 


the wealthy and the powerful decide it will 
mean! 

If Mr. Putin is taking measures to ensure 
that the mass media in Russia do not fall into 
the hands of the same kinds of monopolies 
and come to be used in the service of 
interests that are not Russian, that is no more 
than his duty as a national leader. State 
control of the media may not be totally 
healthy, but such control — providing that the 
state is a patriotic one — is a good deal less 
unhealthy than control by alien minorities 
and use in alien causes. 

But overriding all this — all the arguments 
about the rule of law and control of the press 
— is the quite staggering impertinence of an 
American political leader in laying down the 
law to Russia over what is essentially 
Russia’s business. “Washington would not 
tolerate...” Just who do these people in 
Washington think they are? The answer, of 
course, is that they are internationalists and 
globalists and consider that everything that 
goes on everywhere in the world is their 
legitimate concern and something into which 
they have both the right and the duty to poke 
their fingers. A judge in Irkutsk delivers a 
sentence indicating political bias (of course 
American judges never do that!). This will 
not be tolerated in Washington. A newspaper 
in Rostov is censored by government. Wash- 
ington will not tolerate that either. Call in the 
Russian Ambassador. Arrange trade boy- 
cotts. Ifit comes to the crunch, send in troops! 


Lecture on one-world utopia 

This is the internationalist mentality at 
work. I recall that as a boy at school I was 
once told by one of my teachers that nation- 
alism was a bad thing because it caused wars; 
when we had one big, happy united world 
with no national borders all would be peace 


Contd. overleaf 


Page 7 


DEATH AND TRAGEDY 


IN ‘FREEDOM’S’ CAUSE 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


and love between peoples. I didn’t believe it 
at the time but I didn’t have enough evidence 
to argue back. Korea, Vietnam, the Balkans 
and now Iraq have provided quite enough of 
this. I wonder if that teacher is still alive to 
see his beliefs come to fruition! 

The globalists in Washington are now 
seeking to sort out Iran. There is also Syria. 
Then there’s also North Korea. Where next? 


THE LATE Alan Clark, MP. once wrote 
the following words about a meeting he 
had with two activists of the ‘far right’: 
“And I thought how good they were, and 
how brave is the minority, in a once great 
country, who still keep alive the tribal 
essence.” Sadly, Clark himself lacked this 
quality of courage, but did at least make 
ringing denunciations of the NATO/NWO 
carnage in Yugoslavia at the very end of 
his life. 

Clark’s comments are as good an intro- 
duction as any to the events of mid-Decem- 
ber last year, when both John Tyndall and 
Nick Griffin were arrested on suspicion of 
‘incitement to racial hatred’. In John 
Tyndall’s case, the ‘incitement’ consisted of 
a speech made to BNP members and 
supporters in Burnley last March which 
included a few references to the family 
origins of Michael Howard. The arrests 
must surely have been among the last acts 
authorised by David Blunkett before his 
overdue and unlamented departure from the 
Home Office. 

One top judge (I forgot which one; 
they’re all nearly interchangeable today) has 
said that political arrests or trials never take 
place in Britain. But this is the most blatant 
hypocrisy: the present ruling clique in this 
country, with its 25 per cent mandate, acts 
in the manner of former East Germany’s 
Stasi. The arrests may have been intended to 
placate New Labour’s Muslim electorate 
following the Iraq debacle. However, most 
Muslims are intelligent enough to under- 
stand quite well that their real enemies are 
not Griffin or Tyndall, but the likes of 
Sharon, Bush and Blair. 


UNDERHAND SPYING 


The sleazy and underhand manner in 
which the initial evidence in this case was 
gathered deserves comment. Supposing a 
fly-on-the-wall bug or camera were to be 
placed in the offices of Blair’s former 
sponsor Rupert Murdoch — whose anti- 
pathies are said to include Irish, Blacks, 
Germans and Arabs — might not the BBC 
have gathered some more interesting and 
entertaining material? And how about 
police canteens? Or even Labour clubs? 
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Well, there’s evidence that they've been 
financing opposition parties in Ukraine and 
getting steamed up over Belarus. They don’t 
like the chap in the latter country — by name 
Lukashenko — and so he has to go! Russia? 
Well, that’s rather a big one. Let’s restrict 
things to diplomatic insults for the time 
being. Even Bushy realises he can’t take on 
everyone at once, but you can be sure that, 
with the assistance of Messrs. Perle, Wolf- 
owitz, Strauss, Kristol, Fleischer, Shulsky et 
al, he’s working on it! 

In the meantime, there will be grieving 


wives, mothers, fathers, sisters, brothers, 
aunts and uncles and grandparents in various 
places from Londonderry to Dover, from 
Wick to Penzance, who, when they hear of 
their loved ones being slaughtered in distant 
lands in the prime of life, will have to be 
consoled by the thought that it was all for 
‘freedom’. 


* The Barnes Review, which we highly re- 
commend, can be obtained from 645 Pennsyl- 
vania Avenue SE, Suite 100, Washington, DC 
20003, U.S.A. 


IAN BUCKLEY puts the spotlight on... 


DIFFERENT 


THE BRAVE MINORITY 


The Daily Telegraph can make jokey 
comments about the ‘Torah Party’ in its 
pages, but when Tyndall does something 
similar it becomes ‘incitement’. Even though 
such laws are absurd, isn’t there an element 
of snobbery prevailing here? Michael 
Howard’s ancestry can be alluded to ‘in 
house’, as it were, by an arch-Conservative 
paper but beware of the dangers of doing the 
same in front of the so-called “‘proles’ of 
Burnley BNP. Mr. Howard himself — and 
Howard he will have to remain, for the 
thought police may be reading* — can hardly 
be worried about belonging to what 
Nietzsche called the “strongest, toughest 
race in Europe.” Oddly enough, Howard is 
probably less committed to the Zionist 
cause than is Blair, though this, unfortun- 
ately, is not saying very much! 


TRUTH DOESN’T MATTER 


‘Racism’ is just a form of words; and it 
doesn’t matter if the words are true or not. 
The truth is no defence, according to the 
enforcers of Britain’s race laws. But, unsur- 
prisingly, this concept of racism does not 
extend to activities popular with the govern- 
ing élite, such as machine-gunning Arabs in 
the streets of Iraqi towns on behalf of Uncle 
Ariel, or blowing up Sierra Leoneans in the 
presumed interest of gem companies like 
Ascorp or De Beers. For Blair, these are 
‘good’ wars! At the back of very many 
minds is the unstated but persistent thought: 
where will the war be this year? 

The Burnley speech by JT was, ironic- 
ally enough, somewhat milder than some of 
the utterances on race by prominent leftists 
of the 1920s and 1930s, such as George 
Bernard Shaw or Sidney and Beatrice 
Webb. On reflection, it’s also a good job 


RULES FOR 


that the rulings of the thought commissars 
can’t apply to literary giants of the past. For 
under the provisions of the 1986 Public 
Order Act, numerous authors — from 
Chaucer to Dickens, from Sir Walter Scott 
to T.S. Eliot — would face certain prosec- 


BLUNKETT 
Ordering the arrest of BNP people was 
one of his last acts as Home Secretary 


ution if they were around today. In those 
far-off days, believe it or not, people were 
‘racists’ without ever realising it. 

The man in the street is not really per- 
turbed by speeches with an allegedly ‘racist’ 
element but is instead most indignant about 
violent crime or drugs sweeping through his 


neighbourhood. He’s also petrified that 
Gordon ‘Prosperity’ Brown is creating the 
conditions that will lead to the export of his 
job to China or India (if it hasn’t gone 
already), and certainly not worrying about 
top Tories and their Transylvanian assoc- 
iations. 

Brown is presently facing a massive 
black hole in the national finances. The 
chronically sick are to be forced off benefits 
in order to seek ‘work’ which is either non- 
existent or gone to immigrants imported for 
cheap labour. Now the Exchequer would be 
in a much better shape without the millions 
upon millions wasted on war and occu- 
pation in Iraq. This is a very strange state of 
affairs, no doubt, for which the Government 
must surely have its reasons. But perhaps 
Jim Moran, Cynthia McKinney or Senator 
Ernest Hollings could tell Gordon Brown 
the reason why! These are American polit- 
icians who virtually ruined their careers by 
daring to tell the truth about the role of the 
Jewish lobby in getting America into war 
with Iraq. 


INTERESTING ENGAGEMENT 


The other ‘B’ in government, Blair, had 
a rather interesting engagement just a few 
days before the arrest of John Tyndall. This 
was the lighting of the Chanukkah menorah 
inside 10 Downing Street. Interestingly 
enough, Chief Rabbi Jonathan Sachs was 
absent from this allegedly religious occas- 
ion, making the rather transparent excuse 
that he had to visit a primary school! Those 
who did make the gathering included Blair’s 
patron Michael Levy, Israeli Ambassador 
Zvi Heifetz and Henry Grunwald, President 
of the Board of Deputies. Bush’s White 
House had a Chanukkah lighting too, but no 
Christmas crib. 

It was left to Israeli Professor Avraham 
Oz to point out the anomaly that Christian 
Arab students in Haifa are not allowed a 
Christmas tree while Chanukkah celebrat- 
ions are held in the seats of power in London 
and Washington. But it would be a mistake 
to regard the Downing Street ceremony as 
necessarily anything to do with religion. 
Rather, it can be seen as a visible act of 
assent to a political power structure. 

Now while I don’t suggest that there is 
any sort of direct causative connection 
between this clubby meeting and the nation- 
alist arrests, the conspiratorially-minded 
may well be wondering! 

But the proscription of mild expressions 
of national feeling and racial solidarity in 
this country forms a neat contrast with the 
complete freedom of speech which is util- 
ised by some of Ambassador Heifetz’s 
compatriots. Examples are numerous, such 
as General Rafael Eitan’s description of 
Arabs as “scurrying around like cockroaches 
in a bottle.” Following General Eitan’s 


BLAIR AND LEVY 
Took part in Chanukkah ceremony in 10 Downing Street together 


demise a few months ago — he was swept 
away into the Mediterranean by a large 
freak wave — the system news media’s usual 
description of him has been of a “bluff and 
straight-talking man.” Nor does such 
intense racial hatred content itself with 
verbal descriptions, as shown by the obliter- 
ation of an entire family of seven Palestin- 
ian youngsters by a tank shell, while they 
were picking potatoes in Gaza. 


RULE BY FEAR 


So while this ‘cockroach’ talk is accept- 
able in the Middle East, in this country we 
are forbidden any reasoned, non-abusive 
debate on certain issues. As with the witch- 
finders and inquisitors of old, hardly any of 
the public believe the PC tyrants’ doctrine, 
but they go along with them out of a mix- 
ture of complacency and fear. 

Blair claims, in his characteristic half- 
baked Messianic fashion, that ‘freedom’ 
must triumph over ‘terror‘. It is all of a 
piece with George W. Bush’s much- 
repeated inaugural commitment to ‘free- 
dumb’. But how much freedom really exists 
in this country — or across the Atlantic? 
How much freedom is there for Ernst 


Ziindel, who has now spent two years in US 
and Canadian jails for thought crimes? 

Does ‘freedom’ in Iraq include the 
freedom for occupation forces to rape young 
boys in Abu Ghraib Jail — or the freedom to 
poison half the population there with DU 
ammunition, perhaps? Even the free elect- 
ions held in Iraq under US auspices were 
not what they seemed: in many areas the 
issue of monthly rations was conditional on 
people registering votes. 

And does British ‘freedom’ include the 
freedom for New Labour functionaries to 
harass the honest and diligent Dr. David 
Kelly into permanent silence? 

How much freedom is there in the 
U.S.A. for the lab director Kevin R. Ryan, 
who reported to federal investigators that 
the steel in the WTC towers couldn’t 
possibly have been melted by jet fuel? The 
freedom to be dismissed, that’s all! 

As the old saying goes, there are none so 
hopelessly enslaved as those who falsely believe 
they are free. 

* They are! The Metropolitan Police has a 
regular monthly order for copies of Spearhead, 
presumably to scrutinise them for ‘subversive’ 
content. 


FRIENDS OF SPEARHEAD 


The Friends of Spearhead is a support group that has been formed for the 
purpose of ensuring our magazine’s continued financial survival. 

Members of the Friends of Spearhead undertake to pay a minimum subscription 
of £10 a month, in return for which they may, if they wish, receive five copies of 
each monthly issue for redistribution (by whatever means they choose). This 


subscription may be paid by cheque or direct debit, in which case our bank’s 


details will be supplied. 


In addition, the Friends of Spearhead undertake certain other promotions, 
details of which are advertised as they occur. 

We hope very much that our readers and supporters, not only in the UK but 
around the world, will rally to help us in this project. 

The Friends of Spearhead can be contacted at PO Box 2471, Hove, East Sussex 


BN3 4DT. 
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Truth 
powe 


WILLIAM SHAKESPEARE once wrote: 
“To thine own self be true.” This, for 
me, is the greatest attribute of a nation- 
alist. Without truth there can be no 
honesty, honour, integrity or courage: 
the truth about ourselves, and whether 
we are truly doing all we can to advance 
the cause of nationalism; the truth 
about our enemies and their hidden 
agenda of destroying white western 
European society. 

If we don’t recognise the truth we can 
never truly deal with our problems, which 
of course is why our enemies go to so 
much time and trouble trying to bury the 
truth! Truth is the spring from which all 
other virtues flow, and it must first be 
recognised before it can be acted upon. In 
the end, truth is all there is; truth is all we 
have and we must never neglect it, by, for 
example, taking the line of least resistance 
— or, to put it another way, taking the easy 
option. This is anyway usually the least 
effective and productive course of action 
in terms of yielding results. 

When a man lies he murders some 
part of the world! We must never lie; we 
must never exaggerate; we must never 
deceive ourselves or other people — the 
establishment, of course, being the excep- 
tion! To do otherwise is to compromise our 
integrity and resolve. 

Denigrating our fellow nationalists, or 
otherwise ridiculing and insulting them, 
should always be avoided, not least 
because if we all abide by this rule we 
tease out those amongst us who are 
agents provocateurs, whose primary 
function is to disrupt and fragment our 
movement by attempting to set one 
against another. 

In nationalism, as in so many other 
walks of life, truth can sometimes only be 
identified by separating out from the 
general mass what is not important. Only 
then are we in a position to establish and 
concentrate on what is, so that we might 
then make more productive and better use 
of the time available. What, for example, 
is the point of complaining and getting 
angry about the problems we are facing 
when all we need do is simply accept 
totally and absolutely the very fact that we 
are, aS arace and as a nation, standing 
on the edge of a precipice staring oblivion 
in the face, and that our enemies wish for 
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Is the most 


nothing more than to see the very end of 
us and what we are? Would we not then 
save time, not to mention physical, psych- 
ological and emotional energy, by simply 
accepting this one fact? 


LOOKING AT OURSELVES 


The aforementioned energies should 
be channelled into much more productive 
uses! Personal development issues are 
what | am referring to here, because it is 
only as focused, dedicated and resolute 
individuals that we begin the process of 
building up a focused, dedicated and 
resolute organisation. It starts, ladies and 
gentlemen, with each and every one of us 
looking in the mirror and acknowledging 
the truth about whether we are truly doing 


all we can to help our movement succeed. 


Only as individuals bound up in one 
unified and concentrated force for good, 
channelling our very being into defeating 


SHAKESPEARE 
Said: “To thine own self be true.” 


rful weapon 


our enemies, can we even begin to think 
about winning. 

There are, after all, many times more 
of us than there are of our enemies, and 
we are telling the truth! Why shouldn’t we 
be able to win? The essential principles of 
becoming a successful nationalist, for me 
at least, are as follows: firstly, we must 
expose the truth about our enemies. 
When they say, for example, as happened 
recently, that the red cross symbol dis- 
played on many public service vehicles is 
offensive to other faiths and that on this 
basis it must be removed, we must not 
blame the Muslim or the Sikh. These 
people are simply pawns in the game and 
are just being used as scapegoats. It is 
our political masters who want to eradicate 
our racial, cultural and religious bases by 
pretending that to maintain them is offen- 
sive to others! Of course, quite naturally 
the Muslim and Sikh are only too happy to 
go along with this agenda as long as it 
serves their respective group interests. 

The watering down of the Christian 
festival of Christmas by renaming it 
‘Winterville’ is another example of how our 
enemies are diluting our identity. This 
technique of progressively dissolving our 
history and culture whilst deflecting atten- 
tion away from themselves by blaming 
others has to be exposed, and exactly 
along these lines. By these means the 
problem can be dealt with in the only 
successful way: by focusing attention on 
the politicians who are the real instigators 
of this destruction of our country. The 
point to be made here, then, is that our 
political masters are using immigrants and 
their belief structures as a vehicle to strip 
our nation of its inherited communal life. 
This evil strategy must be exposed, and 
the truth laid bare so that the people can 
see our enemies in the same way that we 
do. Only then will they awaken and 
support us. 


NEVER APOLOGISE 
FOR WHAT WE ARE 


The second principle involved in being 
a good nationalist is never to apologise, or 
adopt defensive postures of any kind, 
against the bogus and fraudulent argu- 
ments and accusations of our adversaries. 
We must stop running away; we must 
stand our ground, face them and then fight 


back, not least because there is nothing 
the general public despise more than 
cowards and apologists, especially when 
their apologies are not sincerely meant! 
People are more intuitive than we some- 
times like to give them credit for, and | 
believe they will support us provided we 
are quite literally seen to be fighting back. 
There is nothing the public like more than 
an underdog who stands his ground and 
retaliates on their behalf, particularly if that 
public has an empathy with the underdog’s 
cause — which of course it does in our 
case! By standing and fighting we also 
prevent our enemies from being able to 
chase us around with the proverbial big 
stick. 

The fundamental basis upon which we 
must always fight back is that of recog- 
nising that our enemies are telling lies and 
that we stand for the truth. It cannot be 
repeated often enough that the main- 
stream political parties care nothing for the 
black and brown man; nor do they truly 
care about women or the disabled. These 
people are simply being elevated, pro- 
moted and used to destroy the white male. 
This, our enemies hope, will result in a 
society totally and completely devoid of 
discernible strength and thereby unable to 
bring to heel those who would have power 
over us. 


CHALLENGING ENEMY LIES 


All we need do then is develop ways 
and means of communicating the truth to 
our people, who will then, | firmly believe, 
give us their wholehearted support. Truth 
must always be not only the basis upon 
which we defend ourselves but also the 
basis upon which we attack our enemies. 
We must begin to challenge events, such 
as the ‘Holocaust’ Memorial Day, for 
example, by simply telling the truth and 
exposing it for the pure political theatre 
that it is. We should simply ask of the 
public and the media: “Why, all of a 
sudden after more than five decades of 
neglect and indifference, have our political 
masters decided to have public displays of 
grief especially for the Jewish dead of the 
Second World War?” Could it be because 
the peoples of Europe are at last beginn- 
ing to wake up to the horrors of the en- 
forced multi-racial society, which the 
political left has created and from which it 
has so much to gain? Are the dead then 
not simply being exploited for political 
profit? And should we not therefore simply 
concentrate our efforts on exposing those 
on the left for the manipulative, exploitive 
and immoral creatures that they undoubt- 
edly are? 

Nationalism is growing in strength the 
length and breadth of Europe, and is 
finally preparing itself to challenge the red 
beast. These crocodile tears about the 
alleged ‘Holocaust’ are nothing more than 
a pretence of sorrow that is not truly felt. 


But is this kind of behaviour nothing 
less than what we have come to expect 
from shallow and corrupt people who will 
stop at nothing to cling to power, even 
when that means exploiting dead men, 
women and even children? As decent 
people, surely we cannot be seen to be 
participating in this orgy of leftist 
propaganda! This should be our moral 
position and the reason for our future 
absence from such charades. Telling the 
truth is all we have to do, comrades, and 
provided we do this in a calm and 
intelligent manner we cannot possibly 
lose. 


BATTLE OF PSYCHOLOGY 


Again, psychology is very important to 
our enemies, and it must therefore 
become very important to us because this 
is where the battle is being fought. An 
ability to assume the emotional point of 
view of other people therefore becomes 
crucial. When they attempt falsely to take 
the moral high ground with their bogus 
and sanctimonious calls for ‘tolerance’, we 
must reply that it is not a moral position to 
be tolerant of those things which are 
detrimental to the stability and well being 
of our society. And when they say we 
should not ‘discriminate’ we should reply 
that if we are to maintain our racial and 
cultural environment we must discrim- 


ACTING 
OUT ALIE 
President Bush 
and his wife are 
seen here visit- 
ing the Holo- 
caust Museum in 


Washington. 
Bush goes 
through this 
charade because 
he knows where 
the power is in 
America. 


inate. 

Town halls and public sector organis- 
ations the length and breadth of Britain 
are currently employing people upon the 
basis of the colour of their skin under the 
cleverly constructed fraud of ‘positive 
discrimination’. Is this not discriminatory 
against white people? 


EXPOSING THE FRAUD 
OF THE WORD ‘RACISM’ 


And when it comes to the subject of 
‘racism’ we should say that this is an 
invention of the left and that the word is a 
fraud which makes racial self-preservation 
a crime. We should also say that it is as 
wrong to dilute the black race as it is the 
white. We consequently state our case 
and justification for racial self-preservation 
for all peoples, without insulting black or 
brown folk, but we also simultaneously 
expose our leftist enemies for attempting 
to do the exact opposite! We should say 
that we want to preserve the racial 
identities of every people, and that the left 
wants to destroy them by forcing their evil 
and demonic, not to mention un- 
democratic, multi-racial experiment upon 
us. 

Providing we are prepared take a little 
time examining and dissecting the fraudu- 
lent language of our enemies they are 
doomed always to lose the argument. 


The Spearhead Group 


The Spearhead Group is an independent non-party organisation dedicated 
to the defence and promotion of genuine racial nationalism in Britain and 
opposition to any liberalising or ‘watering down’ tendencies in the nationalist 
movement. Part of its function is to promote the circulation of Spearhead 


magazine. 


The Spearhead Group regularly holds meetings to discuss topics banned 
from discussion in certain other nationalist quarters and to give speaking 
opportunities to nationalist speakers likewise banned. 

The SG does not have a formal membership, with subscriptions, etc., but 
does keep a list of registered supporters so that these can quickly be kept 


informed of news and activities. 


Those interested in helping in the work of the SG should write to PO Box 
36, Armley, Leeds LS12 2YE. The SG’s website is at: <www.rwb.org.uk>. Its 
free weekly online bulletin can be received every Monday by e-mailing: 


<nationalist.week@ntlworld.com>. 
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Kilroy and the world outside TV 


AFTER many years as a television 
personality, mostly in the role of chat- 
show host, Robert Kilroy-Silk was 
abruptly dismissed for uttering dispar- 
aging remarks about some barbaric 
Muslim traditions. What he actually 
said was undeniably true, but this was 
of no avail in a media establishment 
gripped no less tightly by political 
correctness than the Vatican is by 
Catholicism. Kilroy obviously thought 
that years of chatting up countless 
Blacks and Asians on his TV show 
would protect him against any alleg- 
ations of ‘racism’, so his dismissal 
must have been a severe blow to his 
self-esteem, not to mention his earn- 
ings. This event strikingly demon- 
strates the ‘alternative reality’ which TV 
has always been promoting, in which 
multi-racialsm, feminism and homo- 
sexuality, for example, are represented 
as established norms of British society. 

The parachuting of Blacks and Asians 
into all popular programmes evokes 
groans of “Oh, not another one!” in 
countless households, pubs and clubs 
across the nation, as do the incongruous 
bimbos in the roles of police chiefs, 
judges, forensic scientists, etc. It doesn’t 
matter that the people featured in these 
‘soaps’ are depicted as habitual liars, 
adulterers, sexual perverts, crooks, prostit- 
utes, spongers and layabouts, provided 
always that no hint of racial discrimination 
is apparent. The deracinated programme 
is the pasteurised milk of popular TV and 
radio entertainment. 

Thus Kilroy-Silk seems to have exper- 
ienced a dramatic ‘Road to Damascus’ 
enlightenment on emerging from this 
artificial world. With all the fervour of the 
recently converted, he is declaiming that 
mass immigration is stealing our country 
and that EU membership is destroying 
our Civic freedoms and economic security. 


No platform big enough 

The Bible says there is much rejoicing 
in Heaven when one sinner repenteth; but 
here in the real world the reaction of 
people to Kilroy-Silks apparent conver- 
sion to doughty patriot ranges from em- 
barrassed disbelief to scornful contempt. 
Finding that no political party will offer a 
platform big enough to support his media- 
inflated ego, he feels obliged to launch his 
own party, titled ‘Veritas’, the Latin for 
‘truth’. It will, he claims, give the British 
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FRANK KIMBAL JOHNSON 
looks at the latest wanderings 
of the sacked media pin-up boy 


people a way out of the wilderness 
created by the lies and distortions of other 
political parties. The ‘truth’ Kilroy now 
seems to have discovered has been 
staggeringly obvious to most people all 
along, through all those years in which he 
was conspicuously identifying with the 
multi-culti set and being all things to all 
manner of people. The great majority of 
British folk want their country — and that 
includes their mass media — back where it 
belongs, in the hands of the native 
population. So they’re looking for a party 
openly and unequivocally committed to 
repatriating all unwanted immigrants and 
getting Britain out of the European Union. 

Nothing - repeat, nothing - less will 
do. The UKIP, which Kilroy-Silk has just 
quit after failing to take it over, fulfils the EU 
exit requirement; so are we to assume he 
is sticking out for the repatriation commit- 
ment? If -— and it is a very big ‘if — that’s the 
case, then has he never heard of the 
British National Party? But of course, to 
identify oneself with the BNP clearly 
demands a quality that media luwies like 
him so conspicuously lack: the courage of 
their alleged convictions. 

Come the General Election, he may 
yet attract many of the people easily taken 
in by his practised bonhomie and TV 
charisma. The rest of us can draw some 
consolation from the fact that any votes 


KILROY-SILK 
Has he undergone a Damascene con- 
version or is it all just opportunism and 
egotism? 


he gains will be at the expense of parties 
other than the BNP. Moreover, his dis- 
missal by the media moguls should have 
opened a few more eyes to their malign 
influence on our country and people. 


THOUGHT FOR THE MONTH 


Every so often, of course, the natives get a little more restless than usual and 
decline to be as enchanted as they are expected to be by this game of musical 
chairs. They look a little further back in time and recall that the two main gangs 
have had more than just one chance and have muffed things each time. They 
are willing to consider that behind all the talk of ‘change’ there is not really any 
change at all. At such moments, a dangerous number of these natives are 
inclined to say: “A plague on both your houses.” 

But our puppet-masters are ready for this too, for they always have in 
reserve a third gang — and even, if necessary, a fourth one — available to parade 
before the people to pick up the votes that some of the latter are no longer 
disposed, at least for the time being, to give to the first two gangs. This is of 
course the reason why the Liberals (now called Liberal Democrats), for long 
after they had ceased to be contenders for power in their own right, were kept 
on ice by the establishment and accorded a certain level of ‘credibility’. They 
provided a useful safety valve for those voters who might grow disillusioned 


with both Tories and Labour. 


JOHN TYNDALL (The Eleventh Hour) 


. 


THE POST of ‘President of the World’ is 
currently occupied — unofficially at least — by 
George. W. Bush, with Tony Blair waiting in 
the wings to claim it when Bush steps down. 
However, Bob Geldof’s nominee, Nelson 
Mandela, seems to have all the credentials 
for that title. 

Mandela was sentenced to life imprison- 
ment in South Africa in the days of the civilised 
white Government of Dr. Hendrick Verwoerd. 
One of the ringleaders of a communist-terrorist 
organisation, Umkhonto We Sizwe, meaning 
Spear of the Nation, he was convicted on 
charges of plotting the overthrow of the 
legitimate government through the invasion of 
the country by troops of foreign communist 
powers — all this to coincide with countrywide 
strikes, civil disobedience, sabotage, revolut- 
ion and murder, for which the manufacture 
and use of explosives were well advanced. In 
the words of the eminent prosecution counsel, 
Dr. Percy Yutar, “in reality the case was a 
classical instance of high treason, no longer 
sabotage but murder.” 

One participant in this conspiracy was John 
Harris, a friend of Peter Hain, wrecker of 
English cricket matches in the 1960s and now 
a Labour MP and Minister of the Crown. Harris 
was the ANC dynamite bomber of the Johann- 
esburg Railway station in 1964, who killed a 
77-year-old Welsh traveller, badly burned, 
maiming for life, her three-year-old grand- 
daughter and injured 21 other innocent by- 
standers. Harris was subsequently tried, 
convicted and hanged. The then 16-year-old 
Hain, subsequently declared a prohibited 
immigrant, read his funeral oration. 

Not all the conspirators at Rivonia, where 
transmitters netted into Moscow were also 
discovered, went to Robben Island with 
Comrade Mandela. Professional ‘gentlemen’ 
who had between the wars been afforded 
sanctuary, welcome and permanent residence 
in South Africa, or were the sons of parents 
granted those favours, fled the country and 
are now scattered throughout the Western 
World and Israel. 


WHITE TRAITORS 


Subsequent white traitors, some allegedly 
complicit in the murder of Verwoerd and 
charged with the change of political direction 
in South Africa, were allegedly bribed by the 
then British Government, one of them to the 
tune of £20 million, to release Mandela in 
preparation for African rule. No stranger to 
British governments’ betrayals — heralded by 
the craven old traitor Harold MacMillan, under 
American pressure, the colonial African states 
fell like ripe plums into the hands of corrupt 
black leaders, none of whom had the foggiest 
idea of how to govern or administer the vast 
territories they inherited. Massive looting and 
corruption on a grand scale began at the top. 

Before this fate befell South Africa, 
another highly developed, well-run, wealthy, 
steady, promising country, Rhodesia, was sold 
down the Zambezi to communism and murder 
by the equally craven Thatcher and Carrington. 
Lord Carrington was dubbed “that duplicitous 
bastard” by American General and later 
diplomat Alexander Haig. We recently had a 
bird’s eye view of the razor-wired fencing and 


heavy, high barricaded gates of the properties 
in Cape Town’s Constantia, as from his 
prestigious estate there, Mark, the second 
Baronet Thatcher, ‘escaped’ - sorry, turned 
state’s evidence -— from the consequences of 
his questionable arms dealing transactions. 
Mandela inherited a wealthy, highly devel- 


matter of expediency to prepare colonial Africa 
for independence. 

Full of empty promises, Mandela guaran- 
teed modern housing for all South Africa’s 
inhabitants: a target to be achieved by many 
hundreds of thousands annually. This target 
was never reached in the first year, nor has it 


THE REAL LEGACY 


OF ‘SAINT’ NELSON 


MYRA HANNAH reminds us of a few facts which 
Mandela’s liberal worshippers want to ignore 


oped modern state, rich in minerals; a booming 
economy, despite sanctions imposed by 
western politicians; and thriving international 
and local businesses. No one, not even 
Mandela and the absurd Bob Geldof, can 
negate the progress already achieved in 
African advancement in the country. In greater 
numbers than all the rest of Africa together, 
South Africa had provided advanced African 


South Africa today abounds with statues 

of Nelson Mandela, like this one in 

Soweto, but his real monument is the 
current state of the country. 


schools, universities, hospitals and housing. 
The Africans, being advanced in keeping with 
their own pace, were progressing in the 
business world and in the medical, legal and 
other professions. It was generally acknow- 
ledged that their qualifications were genuinely 
gained and not fast-tracked, as pertained in 
seats of learning in ‘liberal’ countries as a 


done so since! Like all the other African klepto- 
crats, Mandela squandered the rich resources 
of his country. At the end of his presidency, 
there was nothing to show but decline, decay, 
corruption, poverty and a flight of investment 
and of professional and skilled personnel from 
the country. Murders, rapes, muggings, burg- 
laries, armed robberies and car thefts occur 
every minute of every day. With the addition of 
uncontrolled, untreated AIDS, Mandela’s 
achievements are now ably upheld by Mbeki, 
whose father was one of his fellow convicted 
saboteurs. 


CRIME RATE COSTING £6 BILLION 


In mid 1996, Nedcor, one of South Africa’s 
leading banks, claimed that crime in the 
country is costing almost £6 billion a year, 
considerably more than is entering it in foreign 
investment. Anglo-American announced it was 
writing £12 million off its central Johannesburg 
property portfolio, R70 million of that relating 
to its once prestigious Carlton Hotel, “the 
insidious and far reaching effect on tourism.” 
Strikes, world sanctions, closure of ports, boy- 
cott of exports, refusal of landing and transit 
facilities to the country’s aircraft, advocated by 
the 1960s African National Congress sabo- 
teurs, are no longer the occurrences that bring 
Africa to its knees! 

Africa’s real problem is one of governance. 
Its appetite for internecine wars contributes to 
its poverty. Some pundit or other, when 
recently asked: “What is wrong with Africa?” 
replied: “The Africans.” The historian, Andrew 
Roberts, wrote in the Daily Mail on the 6th 
January 2005: “Re-colonise Africa.” His views 
were supported, it appears, by “a small, dis- 
parate, yet brilliant, group of western academ- 
ics and political thinkers, which is formulating 
a genuinely comprehensive, unprecedented 
and radical solution to the interlocking 
problems of the Third World indebtedness, 
lawlessness, corruption, starvation, endemic 
internecine warfare and genocide.” 

Roberts concluded his article by saying: 
“For the fact remains that in the long history of 
the Dark Continent, the brief period when 
ordinary Africans were most content, most 
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EDDY MORRISON takes a look at New Labour’s latest piece of tyranny 


IN FEBRUARY, the Government 
started pushing through a new law to 
ban what it calls “incitement to relig- 
ious hatred.” This measure, much 
beloved by liberals, is apparently 
designed to protect people alleged to 
be targeted because of their religious 
beliefs. There is nothing but tyranny 
in this evil bill. To me. it is merely 
further evidence that in Britain we 
need to carry on the battle for our right 
of fee speech with every means at our 
disposal. Offence and insult are part of 
everyday life for everyone in Britain. 
All you have to do is open a daily 
paper and there’s plenty to offend. Or 
you can walk into the religious section 
of a bookshop and discover you're 
damned to various kinds of eternal 
hellfire - which is certainly insulting, 
but that is just what religious differ- 
ences are about. Argument and critic- 
ism are benefits, not abuses. 

The idea that any kind of free society 
can be constructed in which people will 
never be offended or insulted, or in 
which they have the right to call on the 
law to defend them against being offen- 
ded or insulted, is absurd. This pro- 
posed religious hatred law, carrying a 
maximum of seven years in prison, is 
quite probably the most ludicrous and 
unworkable law that an already 
tyrannous Marxist-Labour government 
has tried to foist on the British people. 
In the end, a fundamental decision 
needs to be made: do we want to live in 
a free society or not? Democracy is not a 
tea party where people sit around 
making polite conversation. In democ- 
racies, people get extremely upset with 
each other. They argue vehemently 
against each other’s positions. The right 
to speak one’s mind is fundamental to 
any free society. 


State thumbscrews 

In 1936, with the introduction of the 
Public Order Act, the state cracked 
down on Mosley’s British Union, 
banning political uniforms and intro- 
ducing numerous other restrictions on 
free speech and free assembly, invoking 
‘public order’ as the excuse. Since then, 
the advent of the Race Acts, more 
tightening up of the Public Order Act 
and more lately the draconian anti- 
terrorism laws have all given govern- 
ments a bigger set of thumbscrews and 
more power to turn them - and to turn 
them especially on white nationalists. 
This ‘religious hatred’ bill is yet another 
turn of the same screw! 

The moment you say that any idea 
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system is sacred - whether it’s a belief 
system or a secular ideology - the 
moment you declare a set of ideas to be 
immune from criticism, satire, derision 
or contempt, freedom of thought or 


expression becomes impossible. That is 
precisely what is happening in the UK. 
Marxist-Liberalism has a consensus 
which it defends ferociously, and any 
disagreement with it is to be made not 
just illegal but a positive sin against a 
multi-racial, multi-faith culture the 


SALMAN RUSHDIE 


A contract on his life was issued by the 
fanatically Muslim Iranian Government 
years ago. Laws against religious hatred 
are more likely to affect Muslims than 
indigenous Britons - though that 
certainly is not our own Government's 
intention. 


ordinary Briton never wanted. In the 
sick society these rulers have created 
they are now introducing a new inquis- 
ition, with Torquemeda replaced by the 
likes of Blunkett, Clarke and Straw. 
With its proposed ‘incitement to 
religious hatred’ law, Prime Minister 


Blair’s Government has set out to create 
an impossibility. They know the law is 
designed to please the Muslims, and 
especially the massive Muslim vote. 
The ability of this law to protect Mus- 
lims seems arguable. It is possible that, 
instead, it could be used against Mus- 
lims before it’s used against anyone 
else! We could make a strong case that 
Muslims are the ones inciting religious 
hatred, and this law is thoroughly 
appropriate to a religion that can, if it 
wishes, call for a ‘jihad’ - a holy war. 
There is no question that there also 
are Muslim leaders who are anxious to 
prosecute others (witness the lengths to 
which they went against Rushdie: 
Islamic Iran declared a ‘fatwah’ on him; 
he was to be killed on sight for criticis- 
ing the Koran in his book The Satanic 
Verses). So this law could unleash some 
major expressions of intolerance from 
the large Muslim population of Britain. 
Rioting Sikhs already have forced 
the closure of Gurpreet Kaur Bhatti’s 
play, Behzti, in Birmingham; and the 
Government has said nothing to critic- 
ise them for attacking the theatre, 
breaking windows and issuing death 
threats against those involved. Evangel- 
ical Christians caught on quickly and 
protested against the BBC’s screening of 
Jerry Springer: the Opera. That still went 
ahead but the Behzti play was cancelled. 
This was a classic example of double 
standards used against Christians. 


Threat to Britons’ freedom 

What this kind of attitude ultimately 
does, and what the law would do, is 
undermine a principle of free express- 
ion that affects everyone in Britain, 
religious or not. If we cannot have open 
discourse about the ideas by which we 
live, we are straitjacketing ourselves 
from our rights of freedom of thought, 


speech and action. Britons have the 


right to take an argument to the point 
where somebody is offended by what 
they say; that is the basis of free speech. 
It’s no virtue to support the free speech 
of somebody with whom you agree or 
to whose opinion you are indifferent. 
The real test of free speech begins at the 
point when people say something you 
can’t stand. If you can’t defend their 
right to say it, then you don’t believe in 
free speech! These liberal-Marxists 
believe in free speech only as long as it 
doesn’t get up their noses. But proper 
free speech will always get up some- 
body’s nose. The tyranny of the liberal 
chattering classes is intolerant to the 
point of Stalinism. They - these cham- 
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pions of ‘democracy’ - for the most part 
want the BNP and other organisations 
they oppose banned. Anyone not 
rocking the ‘approved’ consensus can 
have as much free speech as they like - 
though it’s free speech in name only. 


Tradition of irreverence 

There is a long tradition of irrever- 
ent, raw and critical remarks about 
religion in Britain, some by very 
eminent thinkers, some by top comed- 
ians - like Rowan Atkinson in Black- 
adder, muttering: “bad weather is God’s 
way of telling us we should burn more 
Catholics.” Is Atkinson to be dragged 
through the courts for this humorous 
remark in its historical context? 

At the most farcical, we in the Spear- 
head Group could, for instance, declare 
ourselves a religious society which 
worships Great Britain and the white 
race, and therefore demand that Search- 
light magazine be prosecuted for incit- 
ing religious hatred every time that 
slimy rag attacks the SG and its 
members! In the end, everyone could 
proclaim himself the representative of a 
new religion and nobody could criticise 
anybody! This is already happening in 
the field of ‘race relations’. Sack a black 
or Asian worker, and the claim of racial 
prejudice will often result in big pay- 
outs to the ‘victim’ awarded by employ- 
ment tribunals. Other reasons for 
sacking may be offered - incompetence, 
laziness, insubordination - but these 
can be judged irrelevant; the race card 
is played and the multi-racial consensus 
dictates the outcome. 

The scope provided by laws that 
enable people to be charged for incite- 
ment to religious hatred is so vast that 
it would make a complete nonsense of 
British justice. Someone wants to build 
a mosque next to your semi-detached? 
You complain? That could be incite- 
ment to racial hatred and could mean 
seven years in prison for you! Say 
nothing and applaud the mosque, then 
you can have as much free speech as 
you want! 

We must all oppose this bad joke of 
a new law as much as we can. Free 
speech is already just about non-exist- 
ent in Britain: this will be another 
massive nail in its coffin. 


Read Spearhead on 
the Internet! 


The best articles and news items pub- 


lished in Spearhead in recent months 
can be seen on the Spearhead web- 
site. You can visit this site at:- 


www.spearhead-uk.com 


THE nationalist movement is the 
poorer for the loss of David Hill, Chris 
Green, Sam Barlow and Richard 
Molesworth, all of whom died very 
recently. 

| did not Know Richard Molesworth 
in person — that is, we never met — but | 
ex- changed a number of letters with 
him a few years ago on the subject of 
nation- alist culture. He was very 
concerned that music, in particular, 
was moving too far away from our 
native roots. 

For all his years of stalwart service 
to the nationalist cause, Dick 
Molesworth was not stuck somewhere 
in an idealistic and irretrievable past. 
At the time he was busy composing 
electronic music on a computer, and 
he sent me some samples for my 
Opinion. 

He was also something of an artist, 
and he produced some cartoons that 
bitterly satirised those who opted to 
live a polite and comfortable life rather 
than do what needs to be done to 
alleviate our multi-racial nightmare. 

He believed, as | do, that nationalist 
music should be firmly based on our 
European classical and folk traditions. 
This is not to dismiss rock and pop out 
of hand. The jig, reel and ballad are all 
there in them, and there is nothing 
un-British in an electric guitar or a lively 
beat. 

Much good work was done in this 
respect in the 1960s (a much maligned 
decade and possibly the last in which 
one could still be proud to be British) 
by the folk rock bands, of which the 
most prominent was the Fairport 
Convention. Among the songs they 
recorded were many collected by Cecil 
Sharpe in the 1920s (before they could 


A tribute to Richard 
Molesworth and 
what he stood for 


be lost) and now made available to a 
wider audience. 

Nor, at least in its formative years, 
was rock’n roll entirely lacking in the 
Euro- pean element. But that was 
combined with black jazz and blues — 
perfectly acceptable in their own way 
but hardly emanating from Worcester! 

However, in the last 20-30 years 
the African element has almost taken 
over. Music in any age reflects the 
society from which it springs. And 
given nothing else, this is what young 
people want. 

| will make a sweeping and 
simplistic statement here, but | think it 
is true none- theless. Young people 
grow to like what they grow up with, 
and what they grow up with is what 
they are given. 

If they are given sound, wholesome 
traditional values, including music, 
they will grow up to love them just as 
their forefathers did. If they grow up 
being taught to honour their flag rather 
than to rubbish it, that is what they will 
do. 

Our schools are in chaos because 
discipline has gone and teachers feel 
themselves having to pander to what 
children want rather than make them 
learn what they need to grow up. 

The church is in tatters because 
sound faith and tradition have been 
watered down or replaced by a flimsy 
liberal pseudo-humanitarianism 
geared not to “upset people.” 

Values have been diluted to make 
them palatable to “the people” rather 
than individuals being challenged to 
rise in the level of value, the higher 
goal of excellence. 

Everywhere in our national life we 
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WHEN Tory leader Michael Howard first 
revealed that he had had a grandmother 
who died in Auschwitz there were many who 
did wonder. Almost every Jew one meets or 
sees on TV seems to have a relative who 
perished there. Actual documentary proof 
of who did or did not die in the concen- 
tration camp is virtually impossible to ob- 
tain, and so the world has to be content with 
the word of surviving spouses or kin. 


acknowledged that Bernat Hecht had come to 
Britain as an economic migrant: the region of 
Romania from which he had come was poor. 
However, some press accounts of the story 
have laid stress on the fact that, although the 
Germans were not then in the country, the 
spectre of Nazism and Fascism was looming all 
over Europe and there was indeed already a 
strong Romanian Fascist movement unfriendly 
to Jews. In whatever event, the story we are 


JEFFREY TURNER examines new 
disclosures which add to the mystery about 
the Tory leader’s family background 


And talking of survivors, there seems to be 
an enormous number of them too! One is left 
thinking that if extermination of people in 
Auschwitz was indeed the Nazi policy it must 
have been carried out with incredible ineffic- 
iency — not a shortcoming usually associated 
with Germans. Did more get away than actually 
died? If so, what went wrong? 

So when Mr. Hecht — sorry, Howard — told 
the story about his granny we were, to put a fine 
point on it, a little sceptical. Now, it seems, we 
are not the only ones. 

It was revealed last month that freelance 
reporter Michael Crick had been doing a bit of 
digging into Mr. Howard’s family background 
and had found that his grandfather, Maurice 
Hecht, had entered Britain illegally some time 
in the 1930s and that his son, Bernat Hecht 
(Michael’s father) had lied about this when 
applying for British citizenship in 1947. Then 
father Bernat claimed that grandfather Maurice 
had died in Romania in 1939, whereas in fact 
he was alive and well at the time in London. 
The truth was that he (Maurice) did not die 
until 1952 — in London. 

In the same application Bernat Hecht said 
that his mother, Leah Hecht, had died in 
Romania in 1943, when according to son 
Michael’s story she had perished in Auschwitz 
(now Poland) a year later. This has now been 
recorded as a further lie, but was it? It all 
depends on whether one believes Hecht 
Senior’s explanation or that of Hecht Junior 
(sorry, Howard)! 

The Howard story is that his father, Bernat, 
left Romania to settle in Britain sometime in 
the 1930s, as also it appears did his father 
Maurice. Whether the two came over together 
has not so far been established. Howard has 
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asked to believe is that father Maurice’s wife, 
Leah, stayed in Romania when he and their son 
came to Britain. So he left her there to face the 
Fascist menace? Or had the two separated? So 
far there is no reference to any such event, and 
so we are none the wiser — only puzzled. 


POLITICAL EMBARRASSMENT 
These revelations about the Hecht/Howard 

family history have been used by Michael 

Howard’s Labour opponents to embarrass him 


Michael Howard (seen here) has made great 

play about his grandmother’s alleged death 

in Auschwitz, but the story is starting to look 
a bit ragged at the seams. 


in the light of his recent declarations that as 
leader of a future Tory Government he would 
crack down hard on illegal immigrants. 
According to Labour and its left-wing allies, 
how could he when his own grandfather was 
one? 

Good question! But it’s not really the most 
important question. There are some others 
more deserving of enquiry, and I will come to 
these in a moment. 

The Tory leader apparently got wind of the 
fact that Crick was going to expose this 
paternal background in a biography on him 
(Howard) due to be published shortly before 
the general election in May, so he pre-empted 
the exposure by volunteering an interview to 
the Daily Mail. The details of this were pub- 
lished on February 12th. 

In the published interview Howard was 
reported as saying of his father’s dishonest 
citizenship application:- 


“T have speculated on the reason, and I 
suppose that one possibility is that my 
grandfather might have entered Britain un- 
lawfully. What my father did was wrong. I 
don’t condone it, but I don’t feel embarr- 
assed because I have done nothing wrong 
myself.” 


Well maybe, maybe not. It all seems to 
depend on whether Howard pere actually 
informed his son of the porkies now under 
examination. Bernat Hecht/Howard died in 
1966, by which time Michael would have been 
25 years old. Mother Hecht/Howard, named 
Hilda and the daughter of Jewish immigrants 
from Russia, is still alive and living in North 
London, aged 93. Did neither of these parents 
ever explain to their son the circumstances of 
Bernat’s citizenship application in 1947? This 
question would seem especially pertinent with 
regard to the time when Michael, as Tory 
leader, started to talk publicly about the 
problem of illegal immigrants in Britain. By 
then, Papa Hecht/Howard was long dead and 
gone, but Mama Hecht/Howard was still 
around. Did she not ever say to her boy: “Better 
be careful of getting into that argument, Mikey. 
Your granddad was an illegal immigrant living 
here and your dad told lies about this when 
applying for citizenship in 1947”? For this not 
to have happened would indicate monumental 
stupidity. The Hechts most certainly do not 
appear to have been stupid; together they built 
and ran three quite successful women’s cloth- 
ing stores in South Wales, where Michael was 
born. 


The only other explanation for Hilda’s 
failure to tell her son about what happened 
would be that she never knew about it herself: 
she never knew about her husband’s lying 
citizenship application and the fact that her 
father-in-law was living in London until his 
death in 1952, instead of in Romania, as her 
husband claimed, because he had never told 
her! That is stretching credulity to the utmost. 

So the question must be asked: when 
Michael now states that he never knew about 
his father’s false citizenship application until it 
was revealed in the researches by Mr. Crick, is 
he being as economical with the truth as his dad 
was 58 years ago? 

And this leads to a further question. The 
Tory leader has made a great song and dance 
about his grandmother’s death in Auschwitz in 
1944, but according to his father she never died 
there at all but in Romania a year previously. 
Which is true? Is either true? 


AUNT IN AUSCHWITZ 


There is another interesting aspect to the 
story, and it appears in the Daily Mail account. 
Grandmother Hecht apparently had a daughter, 
Rose. According to the story, the two were 
living together in Northern Romania when the 
mother was rounded up by the Nazis and put on 
the train to Auschwitz. The daughter could 
have avoided the same fate, as friends had 
offered to hide her; but she did not want to be 
parted from her mother and so went along with 
her. 

Let Mr. Howard now take up the story at 
the point at which the two arrive at the concen- 
tration camp:- 


“My grandmother and aunt were separated, 
as soon as they got off the train, by the SS 
guards. They were divided into two groups. 
“Those who were young, able-bodied and 
capable of work were sent one way. Those 
too old, too frail or too young to be of 
use... went the other way. At this point my 
aunt and grandmother were forcibly 
parted...” 


From this it must be assumed that the 
younger woman was put into the category of 


concentration camp guard.” 


very soon after. 


At the worst, this remark was rude and rather silly, but 
that’s all. Most normal people would have forgotten about it 


But Mr. Finegold happens to be Jewish, and he took great 
exception. And that’s not all. The next thing was a national 
outrage in which members of the Jewish community from all 
over the place were shrieking protest and demanding an 
apology from Livingstone. The Board of Deputies of British 
Jews lodged an official complaint with the Committee on 


CRICK 
He appears to have dug up a highly sensitive 
can of worms. 


the able-bodied and able to work, while the 
older one was not. But here there is a contra- 
diction. Let Michael resume the story:- 


“My aunt was taken to the gas chamber 
twice. On one occasion they ran out of gas 
and so she survived. On the other there was 
some malfunction. 

“Then the third time they came to the 
barracks where she lived to take everyone 
in it to the chamber, but she was so thin — 
all she was given to eat were potato 
peelings — she managed to hide in the 
chimney. They didn’t find her. She, alone 
among the group, miraculously survived.” 


EXTRAORDINARY 


Now what a truly extraordinary set of 
circumstances! Again we see an example of the 
gross inefficiency of the Germans. First they 
allow the gas to run out (was the responsible 
engineer shot?). Then there is a malfunction — 
presumably of the gassing process (shoot that 
culprit too!). This seems to have happened a 
great many times and in a great many places, 
for Jewish survivors never cease to talk about 
it. Something always somehow went wrong 


THE PEOPLE WHO JUST CANNOT BE CRITICISED 


LONDON MAYOR Ken Livingstone got himself into a real spot 
of hot water when leaving a party at City Hall on 8th February. 
He got into an altercation with Evening Standard reporter 
Oliver Finegold, apparently over what he claimed was press 
harassment. As the argument became more heated, ‘Red 
Ken’ told the reporter he was behaving “just like a [Nazi] 


the ‘Holocaust’. 


Standards in Public Life, and now Red Ken’s political career 
is thought to be in jeopardy. 

Meanwhile various former concentration camp inmates 
came forward demanding Ken’s head, and a deputation of 
three of them turned up at City Hall a few days afterwards 
accusing him of ‘bigotry’ and of desecrating the memory of 


In fact there was no evidence whatever that Livingstone 
introduced any ‘racist’ or ‘anti-Semitic’ element into the 
conversation. The argument with Mr. Finegold was a purely 
personal one; in no way could the Mayor’s remarks be taken 
as an attack on Jews. 

But that, it seems, is not good enough for the Jewish 
community. By having a go at just one of them — in an entirely 
non-racial context — Red Ken, it seems, is being accused of 
wanting to start a new wave of ‘persecution’! 


just as they were about to be killed, and they 
got away. Miraculous! 

But all this doesn’t quite add up. Leave 
aside the fact that the Germans’ customary 
thoroughness seems to have deserted them on 
sO many occasions, and think about Aunt Rose 
herself. By her nephew’s account she was put 
among the able-bodied and capable of work. 
Why on earth, then, would her captors want to 
kill her? And why indeed would they first 
reduce her to virtual starvation by a diet of 
potato peelings? That seems an extremely 
foolish way to treat people who were supposed 
to be at the camp to be used as ‘slave labour’. If 
you want to use people as slaves you keep them 
strong and healthy. 

But Aunt Rose was apparently reduced by 
these starvation rations to a state of such 
thinness that she was able to hide in the 
chimney when they came to take her away to 
the gas chamber. Were the SS guards — by 
repute the élite among the German forces — so 
slap-happy that they failed to look in such 
places? And didn’t they anyway have a roll- 
call of the inmates, so that she would have 
quickly been discovered as missing? In fact, 
Rose ended up here in Britain, as did her father 
and brother. 

The publication of Mr. Crick’s book on 
Michael Howard will be awaited with much 
interest. No doubt it will probe into those 
embarrassing matters of his father Bernat’s dis- 
honest citizenship application, and perhaps ask 
the very pointed question that has been asked 
here: is it really true that Michael has only just 
heard about it? 

But one rather doubts whether these other 
questions, the questions concerning what 
happened at Auschwitz, will be asked. That 
would be treading on a real minefield — a 
minefield onto which professional journalists 
in the year of 2005 still do not dare to venture. 
One day all these questions will indeed be sub- 
jected to genuine scrutiny. For the moment we 
may rest content that the credibility of the 
leader of Britain’s Conservative Party has been 
called into very serious question. This will be a 
space well worth watching! 


JT 
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J. Edgar Hoover: besieged American patriot 


J. EDGAR HOOVER (1895-1972) can, I believe, 
rightly be regarded as one of America’s greatest 
patriots. He was recruited as a lawyer into the US 
Justice Department in the early 1920s, and became 
acting head of its Bureau of Investigation in 1925. He 
later became Director when the Bureau became the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI). When he died 
he was an acclaimed hero, a symbol of much of what 
was admired in American public servants. 

Yet he has been has been smeared by liberal bio- 
graphers as an ‘extremist’ who abused his agency 
powers, and who ran a secret police force. None of this is 
true. He was essentially answerable to the Attorney 
General, and all his surveillance powers were authorised 
by America’s leading statesmen. 


ANTONY MILNE looks at a figure 
most untypical of his century 


Throughout his life Hoover attracted powerful enemies 
because he was a self-confessed moral conservative. The 
truth is that he was reviled not because he was a law- 
enforcer but because he was outspoken. Hoover was a 
product of his times. He lived through much of the 20th 
century, and instinctively knew that America’s rootless- 
ness and rapid social change, its crime and racketeer- 
ing, its race problems and its Marxist radicals could 
greatly harm its status as a civilised and powerful 
country. If Hoover didn’t like the way things were 
shaping up in America, he said so in public speeches 
which were widely reported. 

He particularly outraged liberals because he dared to 
verbally abuse ‘radicals’, as he called them, and did so to 
their faces. In other words, he played rough, outman- 
oeuvred his enemies and out-talked them, something 
that no right-winger in the West today would ever get 
away with. He was a remarkable powerhouse of energy, 
and managed to hold on to America’s top police job for 
nearly 50 years, despite repeated attempts to remove 
him — an unparalleled achievement. 

He was a brilliant organiser, with a shrewd ability to 
read the national mood and a capacity for self-advertise- 
ment. He published a slick magazine bringing the 
Bureau’s views to every policeman in the land. His 
public message was couched in preachy hyperbole that 
referred to the dangers of ‘moral deterioration’, and of 
“new spectres haunting the Western world.” 

He continued to gain publicity in the 1930s, and later 
inspired many pro-FBI, anti-gangster movies. He went 
on a public relations blitz and did interview articles 
stressing he would not probe into the affairs of 
politicians or ever indulge in deliberate lying. 


CRIME LABORATORY 


Hoover built up the world’s most impressive inform- 
ation-gathering machine. He developed a massive crime 
laboratory, where experts pored over ballistics and fibre 
evidence. Even after having been in charge for only a few 
years, he had by the late 1920s accumulated some 
800,000 fingerprints of felons and suspected felons. The 
laboratory became the most advanced in the world. 

Hoover demanded that his agents maintain almost 


x 
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puritanical standards in 
personal behaviour and 
appearance. With brutal 
speed, he fired those he ~ § 
thought could give the 
Bureau a bad name, or 
those who fell below his 
own standards of moral 
rectitude and industry. 
By the late 1930s, 
honours began to flow in. 
The FBI became a super- 
professional American 
institution under his 
directorship. He was 
showered with honorary 
degrees, and travelled 
from coast to coast deliv- 
ering patriotic speeches. 
No one, no matter how 
powerful, could attack 
Hoover without being 
accused of being unpat- 
riotic or un-American. 
But to pre-empt 
future attacks he began 
to develop a siege men- 
tality, and expected his 
agents to follow suit. He 
steadfastly resisted att- 
empts to bring the 
Bureau within the 
control of the civil service, 
rightly sensing that this would compromise both its 
neutrality and his own judgement of what would make a 
good ‘G-Man’, as his investigators were later known. 


HOOVER 
Liberals hated him 


OFFENCE BEST METHOD OF DEFENCE 


Throughout his life Hoover operated on the premise 
that the best defence was a good offence. He mounted 
spectacular, even reckless, counter-attacks everywhere. 
He adroitly neutralised criticism of himself, and fired off 
letters of complaint. He publicly questioned the motives 
of all who attacked the FBI, and implied that smear 
tactics were deliberately focused to undermine the 
political establishment itself. He ingratiated himself with 
top Justice Department officials, leading congressmen 
and presidents, affirming his admiration of, and loyalty 
to, all of them. 

But he had an enormous cross to bear. As head of the 
FBI he was not only a police chief but head of an intell- 
igence bureau. He had to indulge in wiretapping and 
covert listening, and this necessitated collecting 
rumours and gossip. This he thought acceptable so long 
as the information gleaned was not misused, and was 
kept under lock and key. When he was accused of 
building up ‘snooping’ files on liberals by a lot of “cheap, 
two-by-four flatfoot detectives,” he exploited his detailed 
knowledge of lapses of judgement and the sleaze factors 
of his accusers. Politicians accusing Hoover of unauth- 
orised surveillance of people were themselves accused of 


having inside information about wrongdoing upon 
which they, as lawmakers, should have acted. 

Hoover trod a careful path in exposing wrongdoing 
and corruption: he took care not to go so far as to put his 
own career at a disadvantage. He played one rogue off 
against another. He knew that congressional rivals were 
only too wiling to stir things up against him, or to cause 
adversarial turmoil on the political scene, and to dis- 
credit him into the bargain. 


ATTEMPTED BLACKMAIL 


The accusation has been made that Hoover could 
have done more to tackle organised crime in the bootleg 
years but for the fact that he was blackmailed over his 
alleged homosexuality. He was outraged by these accus- 
ations, and suspected ulterior motives, and he often 
sued people for suggesting it. The truth was that he had 
no alternative but to associate with alleged racketeers 
because as a national figure he was often introduced to 
them by politicians themselves. Having found out about 
dubious dealings, he felt it necessary to keep files on 
both the mobsters and the politicians. There is no 
evidence that he said explicitly, as has been alleged, that 
“organised crime does not exist in America.” 

Just before World War II, when the BI became the 
FBI, Hoover’s adversaries tried to fight back. But he had 
tabs on them through his agents, who monitored all 
adverse public commentary on his directorship. Using 
covert methods, he could invariably turn the tables on 
them. But he did so largely from the vantage point of 
preserving America from underhand threats to its social 
well-being. His motives were also partly personal — for 
instance, he resented congressmen’s efforts to steal the 
limelight from his Bureau or criticise his handling of its 
internal security investigations. 

It was at the beginning of the Cold War, however, that 
Hoover saw the real danger of communist subversion, 
and stepped up his monitoring of union leaders, college 
student activists and pressmen who he said were 
“inspired by communists.” He cited Comintern direct- 
ives about political involvement in American public life. 
He told an audience of senior policemen in the late 
1940s that communists were “panderers of diabolic 
distrust who are concentrating their efforts to confuse 
and divide... It behoves us to be on guard for an enemy 
that brazenly and openly has advocated the corruption 
of America.” 

Hoover found himself, as a result, even more besieged. 
He counter-attacked by using secret informer networks 
provided by various conservative business and fraternal 
organisations to sow anti-communist propaganda, with 
the aid of Father John Cronin and with the approval of 
the Attorney General, J. Howard McGrath. He also 
strengthened anti-communist attitudes in the Church 
hierarchy. He believed the end justified the means. 

Ultimately, the FBI accumulated dossiers on all new 
members of Congress in regard to criminal, sexual or 
ethical lapses. But invariably Hoover showed the files he 
had on senior statesmen and lawmakers half apologet- 
ically. This was done partly to warn the politicians that 
they could be vulnerable to smear tactics should any 
negative information leak out, and to warn them to clean 
up their act. 

A brief resurgence of the Left came in the late 1950s, 
when the Supreme Court, in a series of civil rights 


Senator Joseph McCarthy (seen here with a legal 
assistant) was proved right in his claims about 
communist infiltration of American public life. 


rulings, declared that Americans indulging in radical 
political activities had a right not to be monitored by the 
FBI. Hoover was angered by these destructive pro- 
nouncements, and fought back. Fortunately, most of the 
press was still then on his side; and Eisenhower, before 
taking office, was to learn the hard way that many 
professionals and other people in public life, denounced 
by Senator Joseph McCarthy, were indeed communists, 
as pointed out by the New York Herald Tribune. 


INDISPENSABLE IN COLD WAR 


At the start of the Cold War, with the Soviets testing 
their own atom bomb (using blueprints sold to them by 
foreign-born US spies) an alarming situation arose, and 
this made the intelligence files and commitment of 
Hoover even more indispensable. Wild accusations of 
disloyalty among American politicians and officials were 
flung everywhere in those paranoid times. 

Hoover’s problem was that he wanted to defend the 
office of the presidency, when many elected candidates 
themselves had sleazy dirty-tricks backgrounds. 
According to a former top law officer in 1974, Lyndon 
Johnson had used the FBI “as his private political police 
force,” with Hoover supplying him, by one estimate, 
some 1,200 dossiers on individual US citizens. 

According to former President Richard Nixon, Hoover 
told him that “every president since Roosevelt” had given 
him bugging assignments, including Nixon himself. 
Typically, Hoover was accused of covering all this up so 
that he could gain leverage on the White House, and 
thus stay on as Director until after the age of 70. 

Hoover knew that the heroes of the Left were deeply 
flawed characters. There is evidence that Lyndon 
Johnson, in the 1950s when he was Senate Majority 
Leader, received half a million dollars from tainted 
mobster sources. On the day of Kennedy’s nomination 
for the Democratic presidential candidacy on July 13th 
1960, Hoover’s deputy received a summary of the 
Bureau’s alarming Kennedy file, full of stuff about 
hoodlum connections, scandalously reckless woman- 
ising with suspected foreign spies, and complex Mafia 
intrigues that may have led to his eventual assassin- 
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J. EDGAR HOOVER: 


BESIEGED AMERICAN PATRIOT 
(Contd. from prev. page) 


ation. The files hinted at vote-stuffing in the Chicago 
area that led to Kennedy’s slim lead over Nixon in the 
1960 election. 

The changing political scene was just as bad. When 
Kennedy got into power, the American agenda moved 
away from communist subversion to the problems of 
crime, race and poverty. Hoover grudgingly prepared to 
go along with this, but still thought the communist 
menace was to be feared most — especially as he saw 
how the cultural, civil rights side of it was being abused. 
He knew that in America the Marxist economic argu- 
ments never held much sway, even among liberals. In 
public speeches he emphasised instead the continuing 
assault on wholesome American spiritual values. In 
1963 he made a vitriolic attack on the corrupting effects 
of Hollywood and the TV industry, with its emphasis on 
violence, sadism and ‘sensual trash’. 


OPPOSED RACIAL INTEGRATION IN BUREAU 

Hoover was also alarmed that Robert Kennedy, the 
new Attorney General, was determined to bring racial 
integration to the Bureau, which he feared would bea 
direct assault on its professionalism and integrity. He 
was also fearful when RFK took an activist role in black 
civil rights issues. 

When the FBI was accused of not prosecuting civil 
rights abusers and those who attacked Blacks in the 
1960s, Martin Luther King alleged this was because 
most FBI agents stationed in the South were southern- 
ers, and turned a blind eye to the crimes. This was 
plainly not true because Hoover had hand-picked most 
of his agents from his base in Washington, and in any 
event it was the courts whose job it was to take action in 
race attacks and not the FBI. Hoover branded King “the 
most notorious liar in the country.” 

But Hoover could see the writing on the wall for the 
future of a majority white America, under attack with 
massive migration in the 1960s to the northern indus- 
trial cities, and increasingly virulent rabble-rousing by 
black and white activists on the race issue, which has 
continued to this day. In a speech in Chicago in 
November 1964 he denounced civil rights criticism as 
the work of “zealots or pressure groups,” having been 
“spearheaded at times by communists and moral 
degenerates.” (Ironically this was the one year when his 
COINTELPRO Project, designed to monitor left-wing 
subversives, investigated the KKK for crimes committed 
in the Mississippi area, which to this day has tarnished 
Hoover’s image in the eyes of some on the Right). 

President Johnson himself, the arch-liberal who 
pushed the controversial 1965 Immigration Act through 
Congress that has resulted today in America’s multi- 
racial society, believed that the Vietnam venture, which 
finally brought him down, was opposed by communist 
subversives. As the anti-war movement gained momen- 
tum, LBJ did not seek another term of office. But at this 
crucial time in America’s history he was enormously 
thankful to the Director. “If it hadn’t been for Edgar 
Hoover,” he said to his successor Nixon, “I couldn’t have 
carried my responsibilities as Commander-in-Chief, 
period. Dick, you will come to depend on Edgar. He isa 
pillar of strength in a city of weak men.” 
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But Hoover was accused by the Nixon White House of 
not doing enough to counter radical movements, like the 
Black Panthers. In 1969 and early 1970, bombings or 
bomb threats were running at an average of 80 a day. 
There were 400 threats on one day alone in New York 
City. The offices of major telephone and computer 
companies were under attack, and 432 people were 
killed, with property worth $21 million destroyed. What 
riled the Nixon conservatives was Hoover’s calling a halt 
to ‘black bag’ jobs in 1966 when Bureau methods came 
under unprecedented scrutiny by Congress liberals. 

By the turn of the 1970s, the biggest struggle for 
Hoover was to stay in office. He regarded himself as 
virtually of civil service status, and judges and Justice 
Dept officials could stay on past 70 in many cases. 
Nixon was also worried that Hoover was outstaying his 
welcome, but his administration was happy for his 
right-wing support. Indeed all post-war presidents 
pondered on whether to sack Hoover, but found they 
needed his protection and his surveillance skills. 

Nixon and his right-wing Vice President Spiro Agnew 
represented the very last of the true conservatives in 
America. But they were by now locked in mortal combat 
with the powerful establishment, which had become 
virtually liberal overnight. When Agnew’s vitriolic 
speeches enraged liberals and communists, Hoover 
urged Agnew on, and increased his assistance by 
providing him with inside knowledge of violent activities 
on the campuses and in the Black Panther movement. 


HELP FOR NIXON ON CRIME 


Nixon was by now worried that Congress was also 
stonewalling his attempts to halt the rocketing crime 
rate in America. Again Hoover came to his aid with 
inside knowledge of the motives of those opposing 
Nixon’s anti-crime mission. Both Nixon and Hoover were 
concerned about security leaks, and in particular about 
the unauthorised publication of the Pentagon Papers, 
detailing America’s strategy in prosecuting the Vietnam 
War. Hoover authorised wiretaps on columnists like 
Joseph Kraft, who leaked politically sensitive inform- 
ation from the Paris peace talks. 

Hoover, in his last days before he unexpectedly died 
of a heart attack in 1972, became deeply suspicious of 
the of the eastern seaboard liberal press, which was 
setting a left-wing agenda for the rest of America’s 
media. He saw this as a security issue, as with the illegal 
break-in by radicals of an FBI office in March 1971 in 
Pennsylvania, when a lot of secret files on anti-war and 
black activist groups were leaked to the press. 

In one of his last letters written to the Deputy Attor- 
ney General in 1971, Hoover denounced the Washington 
Post and the New York Times. He warned that “there is 
developing through the news media arrangements 
whereby they [the liberal press] are all exchanging 
columns and editorials... I said we seem to be getting a 
situation which poisons the public mind, and I don’t 
think it is right.” 

At Hoover’s funeral Nixon declared that he had been 
“the symbol and embodiment of the values he cherished 
most: courage, patriotism, dedication to his country and 
a granite-like honesty and integrity.” Ronald Reagan, 
then Governor of California, declared that “No 20th 
century man has meant more to this country than 
Hoover.” 


ERNST ZUNDEL UPDATE: 


LAST MONTH marked two years in which 
that champion of free speech, Ernst Zuindel 
has been incarcerated in a Toronto jail by 
the Canadian authorities using an oppress- 
ive ‘national security’ certificate clause. 
Supporters of the campaign to release 
him have staged five demonstrations, one in 
Edmonton (Alberta), outside the Canadian 
Deputy Prime Minster’s constituency office; 
another was opposite the Canadian Con- 
sulate in Los Angles on 4th February, to mark 
this sorry episode in Canada’s legal history. 
Protesters held large photos of the polit- 
ical prisoner and placards with the words 
‘Shame On Canada’ written in large letters. 
Mr Zundel is facing deportation to his 
country of birth, Germany, under a very 
rarely used and draconian security certificate 
that describes him as a ‘danger’ to Canada, 
even though he has lived in that country as a 
law-abiding citizen for 42 years. The certif- 
icate alleges that Ziindel’s writings could 
inspire others to violence. Incredibly, most of 
the evidence against him has been given to 
the Federal Court judge in strict secrecy. 
The real reason for this insane charade is 
that Mr Zundel holds views on historical 
events during the Second World War that 
are out of step with those officially approved 
in Canada and, in particular, by various 
Jewish Zionist organisations, which appear 
to exert great pressure and influence on the 
former. 
Mr. Ziindel had left Canada and was 
living in the United States with his wife Ingrid 
when he was arrested in February 2003 at 


MADHOUSE BRITAIN 


A DISABLED MAN who used a hockey 
stick to beat off intruders at his home was 
arrested and thrown into police cells 
overnight for his trouble. 

Philip Cook (56) grabbed the stick to 
defend his wife and daughter, both 
multiple sclerosis sufferers, after they 
were attacked outside the family home in 
Bristol following a request to a group of 
late-night revellers to keep the noise down. 
When the police arrived in answer to Mr. 
Cook’s call, they apprehended him and 
later charged him with grievous bodily 
harm. He was eventually acquitted but 
not before 18 months of great family 
stress over the incident. 


* * * 


THE British Board of Film Classification 
has issued new guidelines concerning what 
is and is not offensive language harmful to 
the ears of young people. Under the guide- 
lines, the most offensive swearwords, such 
as f... and c..t are more likely to be tolerated 
in films approved for viewing by younger 
teenagers. However, words like ‘nigger’ and 
‘Paki’ will be more likely to ensure that a 


his home in Tennessee and deported by US 
immigration officials for alleged immigration 
violations in that year (even though he is 
married to an American citizen). He was sent 
back to face imprisonment and further 
deportation court actions in Canada. He is 
now fighting deportation back to Germany, 
where he would face prosecution and yet 
another prison sentence for certain differ- 
ences of opinion on events that took place 


a 


Demonstration of Ziindel supporters in 
Edmonton (Alberta) 


some 60 years ago. 

Ziundel’s lawyer Peter Lindsay is 
presently in the process of an appeal against 
this totalitarian legal action directed against 
him. Unfortunately, the case is being heard 
by an obviously biased and politically in- 
spired judge, Mr Justice Blais. 

In reply to the pro-ZUndel demonstration 


film is rated 15 or 18 (the minimum ages at 
which parents should allow viewing). 
‘Racism’, in other words, is regarded as a 
greater evil than verbal obscenities! 
* * * 


A HOMOSEXUAL whom office colleagues 


nicknamed Sebastian, after a camp character 


in the BBC’s Little Britain programme was 


awarded £35,245 in compensation at the end 


of January. 

The award went to Rob Whitfield (28) 
after a court heard that he was allegedly 
forced to quit his job with a waste n mage- 
ment company in Brentwood, Essex, after 
sustained ‘homophobic’ comments from 
other staff. The compensation sum included 
£10,000 for injury to his feelings. 


* * * 


A LIFEBOAT CREW have been refused 
National Lottery money because they 
don’t save the lives of enough ethnic 
minorities, asylum-seekers or disabled or 
elderly people. 

The Severn Area Rescue Association 
needs £5,000 to replace a 14-year-old 
Land Rover used to launch its lifeboats, 


in Los Angles, a counter-demonstration was 
organised by the Jewish Defence League 
and several Jewish students, who waved 
Israeli flags and shouted obscenities at Mr 
Zindel’s supporters. 

Three further pro-ZUndel demonstrations 
were also held the following day, Saturday, 
February 5th. Two, in San Francisco and 
Seattle, went ahead dignified, peaceful and 
without incident, but the larger demo in 
Washington DC outside the Canadian Em- 
bassy turned very nasty when a gang of 
communist thugs and Zionist agitators 
turned up to oppose the free-speech suppor- 
ters. Some demonstrators were physically 
attacked and placards torn away. One brave 
supporter, Virginia newspaper columnist 
David Mullenax, sustained bruising and a 
mild abrasion. Disgustingly, urine bombs 
(balloons filled with body waste) were thrown 
by the left-wing fanatics, some landing in the 
cordoned off demo area. 

There was some media coverage of all 
these events in the US and Canadian press 
and on TV, which helped to highlight the 
plight and struggle of Mr. Ztindel in his fight 
against these tyrannical forces. 

Almost all previous attempts to imprison 
or deport Mr. Ziindel and damage his 
publishing business have been defeated. 

Should anyone wish to send a message 
of support for Ernst Zundel, his current 
address is: Toronto West Detention Centre, 
111 Disco Road, Box 4950, Rexdale, 
Ontario M9W 1M3, Canada. 


but when the Association applied to the 
Lottery’s Awards for All scheme the 
application was turned down. 

Said Dave Walker, chairman of the 
station at Upton-upon-Severn, Worces- 
tershire: “Our job is to rescue people. 
We don’t check their nationality, age, 
disabilities or where they live.” 


* * * 


A CLASS of eight-year-olds was brought to 
tears after they were encouraged to dis- 
criminate against each other in a ‘prejudice 
day’ at their local school. 

Teachers made some of the class wear 
yellow T-shirts and the others white. The 
pupils in yellow were awarded privileges 
and given games and toys to play with 
while those in white were forced to take a 
maths test. At break time the yellows were 
allowed outside while the whites were kept 
in. 

The purpose of the exercise, arranged at 
Penmorfa Primary School in Prestatyn, 
North Wales, was to teach pupils what it 
was like to be ‘discriminated’ against, and 
was part of a course to teach the children 
about the work of Martin Luther King and 
Nelson Mandela. 

And we remind readers again: these kids 
were eight years old! 
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The Editor . 


‘Spearhead’ 

PO Box 2471 

Hove 

E. Sussex BN3 4DT 


SIR: There are good reasons why we nation- 
alists do not need to be associated with the 
alien hoax religion of Judaic-Christianity, as 
was suggested by Steven Smith in his article 
last month. 

Regarding George of Cappadocia 
(known in England as “Saint George, our 
patriot saint),” he was in fact a corrupt 
parasite who became very rich through his 
misdeeds while supplying the Roman army 
with bacon. To escape arrest and trial, he 
fled with his fortune to Alexandria, in Egypt, 
where he set up a valuable library, after 
which a local faction promoted him to the 
throne of Athanasius. 

As an archbishop, George now had 
immense power; and he soon acquired, 
often by devious means, monopolies of 
myrrh, salt, paper, funerals and tax on 
houses in his area. Due to the corruption in 
his administration, George was dismissed 
and dragged in chains to the public prison 
along with his two masters of the mint. 

After 24 days, the prison was forced 
open by the local people and the lifeless 
bodies of the archbishop and his associates 
were carried through the streets on the back 
of a camel and dumped into the sea. 

How the infamous George of Cappa- 
docia was transformed into the renowned 
“St. George” of England, patron of arms, of 
chivalry and of the garter, is difficult to under- 
stand. 

There is no credible historical evidence 
showing that that person born of a virgin and 
then named Jesus Christ taught the gospels 
during the years 30-34 AD. There is also 
much doubt that his alleged chroniclers, 
Matthew, Mark, Luke and John, wrote the 
chapters attributed to them: some scholars 
now think that these were written by a 
person (or persons) unknown some 30-50 
years later than when Jesus is supposed to 
have said all these things. 

We do have good reason to believe that 
Rabbi Saul of Tarsus (known to Christians 
as St. Paul) conceived Judaic-Christianity as 
a powerful propaganda device, with much of 
his sources for this coming from an earlier 
Jewish pacifist sect called the Essenes. 
Most of the other sources of the fake Judaic- 
Christianity story was pilfered from other 
peoples’ religions. 

If we are to have a religion it needs to be 
a good one, not containing such negative 
advice as given in the Judaic-Christian Bible, 
such as “resist not evil,” “take no thought for 
the morrow,” “turn the other cheek,” “blessed 
are the meek” or “if any man come to me 
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and hate not his father, mother, wife and 
children”... and so on. 

Judaism was designed to unite the Jews 
into a solid ramrod, while Judaic-Christianity 
was designed to divide, confuse, weaken 
and destroy their enemies, particularly the 
Romans, some 2000 years ago. 

A religion for us nationalists needs to be 
based on the laws of nature — for the survival, 
expansion and advancement of our own 
white ethnic group. 

And we need to believe in facts that are 
substantiated by clear evidence, which are 
more valid and meaningful than supernatural 
claims that are unsubstantiated and fly in the 
face of reason. 

E. WALTER CARR 
Malvern, Worcs. 


(EDITOR’S NOTE: We have now heard both 
sides of this argument. The debate is now 
closed.) 


SIR: Colin Vernon’s article on the fall of 
David Blunkett (January issue) omitted to 
mention that Blunkett’s lover, Mrs. Kimberley 
‘Quinn’ was born a Solomon in Los Angeles, 
one of the world’s principal centres of 
cosmopolitan power. The biography which 
destroyed Blunkett was written by Stephen 
Pollard, a Jewish journalist. 

Maybe the unfortunate Mr. Blunkett was 
really thinking of using his position as Home 
Secretary to bring about genuine restrictions 
on immigration, or maybe he was just a 
disposable Shabbaz Goy, to be replaced (as 
has now happened) by the ex(?)-communist 
Charles Clarke. 

The Communist Party of Great Britain 
had a very strict rule (made by Lenin himself 
on a visit to London in 1880): it should never 
recruit ethnic English members. “The English 
are temperamentally unsuited to commun- 
ism,” Lenin decreed. So is Mr. Clarke truly 
English? 

| think history has proved Lenin wrong on 
this matter. The English have indeed taken 
to communism with enthusiasm; only it is 
called New Labour’. 

The tossing aside of Mr. Blunkett shows 
how easily any Englishman, now matter how 
high he rises, can be defenestrated by his 
cosmopolitan puppet-masters. Ironic — 
considering how many of his fellow-country- 
men he himself ethnically ‘cleansed’ out of 
Sheffield when, as leader of the City Council, 
he promoted immigration and ‘diversity’ 
there. But then is he really English/British? 
And is ‘Blunkett’ his real name? How can we 
have free elections when so many politicians 
and media pundits operate under aliases, 
just like criminals? What do they have to 
hide? 

ANDREW SLADE 
Epping, Essex 


SIR: AIDS and TB are soaring because of a 
gaping hole in health checks when applied to 
immigrants, even when they include doctors 
and nurses. The numbers migrating from 
countries with high risks of disease have 
rocketed. This has sparked fears that 


infected people apply to get into the UK 
knowing that there are no proper tests here. 
Four out of ten nurses and three out of four 
doctors recruited in 2003 were from over- 
seas, and analysis shows that 3,200 doctors 
and 1,300 nurses arrived from Africa, where 
the HIV rate is one in five. Yet none of the 
recruits was tested for any diseases. 

47 countries, including the United States, 
test health job applicants for HIV. Such 
screening should be made compulsory in 
Britain, and those who fail it should not be 
allowed in. 

MARK TWIDDY 
London E.7 


SIR: Now we have the Prime Minister telling 
us that we definitely do have a right to worry 
about immigration and so-called ‘asylum- 
seekers’. Well, thanks very much Mr. Blair, 
but why has it taken you so long to acquaint 
yourself with the facts? 

Everyone else who really cares has 
known for ages that ‘asylum-seekers’ are not 
what they claim to be (most of them at least), 
and that immigration is going through the 
roof. 

Of course, it does help if you live some- 
where other than 10 Downing Street and 
holiday at locations other than super-rich 
men’s palaces. 

Put these things together with Michael 
Howard's sudden ‘conversion’ to a belief in 
the seriousness of immigration, and what 
have you got? A series of policies utterly 
derided and declared ’racist’ only a few 
months ago when they were put forward by 
the BNP — policies which have been advo- 
cated by the BNP for many years, in fact. 

What has happened to make Messrs. 
Blair and Howard see the light? Of course, 
there’s a general election in the offing, isn’t 
there? 

MIKE ROBINSON 

(Prospective BNP parliamentary candidate 
for Blaby, Leics.) 

Sharnford, Leics. 


SIR: Amsterdam, Holland, was the liberals’ 
dream city. It was elevated as proof that all 
races and cultures can mingle harmoniously, 
given a little tolerance. 

But now race war has erupted in Amster- 
dam. Since November last year, over twenty 
mosques, churches and Muslim and Christian 
schools have been petrol-bombed and 
trashed. White people have been murdered 
on the streets with guns and knives, and 
their killers were non-Whites. 

Thousands of Dutch people have now 
had enough. They are leaving their country 
in droves, mostly bound for other white 
countries, such as Canada, Australia and 
New Zealand. The emigres are mostly highly 
educated people with the skills essential for 
a nation’s prosperity. Multi-culturalism and 
multi-racialism have failed these white folk. 

Rita Verdonk, an immigration official, has 
said: “We were naive in thinking people 
would co-exist in soceity together.” 

HARRY MULLIN 
Glasgow 


Race crimes, or just 
business as usual? 


More murders, more shoot- 
ings, more rapes, more burg- 
laries, more muggings; and, 
although it may be politically 
incorrect to mention it, we 
believe that at the root of this 
fearful spate of crime is 
Britain’s foolish flirtation with 
the multi-racial society. 
Thieves, vagabonds and homi- 
cidal maniacs we have always 
had, as far back into history as 
records will go. The difference 
today is the sheer scale of the 
mayhem to be seen in our 
native land. And this in a 
nation where more money is 
spent on health, education 
and welfare than ever before. 

No one anywhere is safe in 
this vortex of evil and deprav- 
ity but, as may be expected, 
some areas are more danger- 
ous than others. Also, in such 
a melting-pot society, it is not 
unreasonable to suppose that 
some of these crimes may be 
racially motivated; and the 
assumption that only those 
from ethnic minorities can be 
victims of ‘racism’ is clearly 
misguided. Nevertheless, in 
the context of a whole nation 
now threatened day and night 
with murderous, pre-primitive 
savagery (between 2001 and 
2003, eight hundred and fifty 
girls under 16 were raped in 
our capital city) we were 
somewhat surprised to read 
that the presumably well 
heeled Jewish community in 
Stamford Hill, North London, 
has lodged a complaint with 
the Met for not responding to 
what are referred to as ‘anti- 
Semitic’ attacks in the area. 
Women are reported as saying 
that they are too scared to go 
out at night, and that their 
children now fear using buses. 
Join the club! 


Kiss and don’t tell! 


How is it that unmasked 
offenders against decency 
such as Blunkett and Mandel- 
son get away with slaps on the 
wrist and promises that they’ll 
soon be back on the gravy 
train? Is it because these 
malefactors know enough 
about the antics of the rest of 
the crew to make it imperative 
that they should always be let 
down lightly? 


No sleep for 
some dogs 


We have always had a soft 
spot for the folk of America’s 
Deep South, and have long 
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argued that the worst thing 
about the American Civil War 
was the result. Over 40 years 
ago, three ‘civil rights’ workers 
(the words invariably conjure 
up an image of dissolute 
young people with not enough 
to do, and unable to mind their 
own business) descended 
upon the tiny town of Phila- 
delphia, Mississippi. Generally 
they were, to say the least, 
unwelcome visitors; and, not 
surprisingly, they were anath- 
ema to the Ku Klux Klansmen 
in the district. Eighteen of 
these latter were suspected of 
murdering James Chaney, 
Andrew Goodman and Michael 
Schwerner, and were charged 
with violation of civil rights in 
a federal (Yankee!) court in 
1967, where seven received 
prison sentences. However, 
none were charged with 
murder until District Attorney 
Mark Duncan authorised the 
arrest of 79-year-old Edgar 
Ray Killen, who will be prose- 
cuted this month. Behind the 
scenes, as might be expected, 
we find a multi-racial pressure 
group with nothing better to 
do than try to put an elderly 
man in prison for the last few 
years of his life. 


On making the Grade 


Not always in the wrong, 
the BBC very correctly 
defended the right of its Radio 
Four correspondent, Barbara 
Plett, to burst into tears when 
a frail Yasser Arafat was air- 
lifted from the West Bank. But 
this went against the grain for 
recently appointed Chairman 
of the Corporation Michael 
Grade, who is quoted as 
saying that “this reflected the 
instincts of the old culture.” 

When addressing criticism 
that BBC News frequently 
demonstrated an inherent bias 
towards ‘liberal’ pro-European 
or anti-Israeli views, the Chair- 
man agreed that this was not 
acceptable, and said that 
journalists must “neutralise 
individual bias through a self- 
critical and dispassionately 
professional approach.” This 


egomaniacal demand may 
perhaps be paraphrased as: 
“Freedom of expression will 
be allowed as long as you 
express things my way,” or 
maybe: “If you’re not winning 
then re-write the rule book.” 
Who was it who recommen- 
ded that this arrogant, self- 
centred halfwit should fill 
such an important and power- 
ful public position? 


DIY English 


Whether it is truancy, illit- 
eracy or unacceptable class- 
room behaviour, the stories 
reaching us from the education 
scene tell us of a system para- 
lysed by mismanagement, 
incompetence and downright 
cowardice. Tory bright sparks, 
who reckon it is their turn to 
govern, try to lay all the blame 
on Tony’s hopeless mob of 
parvenus. But, in reality, the 
standards in our schools have 
been going downhill for 
decades, and can be seen to 
be worsening with every edu- 
cational news item which gets 
into print. 

Now the traditional teach- 
ing of grammar has come 
under attack. Teachers — that 
is to say the few who are still 
competent — are wasting their 
time explaining the meaning 
of verbs, nouns and pronouns, 
according to academics at the 
University of York. Instead 
they should seek to improve 
children’s compositions by 
“abandoning the rules of 
syntax and encouraging them 
to try experimental methods of 
sentence construction.” The 
Chairman of The Queen’s 
English Society described this 
‘research’ as “absolute balder- 
dash.” Hopefully somebody, 
somewhere, will be prepared 
to listen to him! 


Whites behaving 
badly? 


Africa Dube (no relation of 
George W. Bush) is illiterate, 
and lays the blame for this on 
apartheid, although there are 
of course several million un- 


educated persons around the 
world — and here we must 
include Britain — who were 
raised under regimes reput- 
edly more benign than that 
which once exercised power 
in South Africa. However, Mr. 
Dube is different in so far as 
this former van driver is now a 
company director, thanks to 
BEE (Black Economic Empow- 
erment). He has a telephone, a 
big desk, a suit and tie, and is 
labelled logistics manager 
though, on his own admission, 
he does not know what that 
means! Taught how to write 
his name by his co-directors, 
he signs a wad of blank 
cheques every month and 
passes the rest of his time 
playing computer games. 
Surely, therefore, all this is a 
complete waste of money as 
far as the white owners of the 
business are concerned. Far 
from it! Recently they craftily 
put Mr. Dube ‘in charge’ of an 
affiliate ‘front’ company, 
ostensibly black-owned and 
thus likely to be preferred 
when tendering for lucrative 
local government contracts. 
This ingenuity was described 
by Durban’s city manager as 
“A total betrayal of the demo- 
cratic process, and one of the 
worst forms of corruption in 
the country today.” What? 
Worse than the arrest of 40 
South African MPs in connect- 
ion with a £1.5 million travel 
scam? 

Ought we in Britain to be 
treating all this as serious 
international competition in 
the fraud stakes? Surely not, 
so long as we have the EU 
Commission jockeys in the 
saddle! 


True grit 


It is recorded that some 
few years after the Battle of 
Hastings the Conqueror 
dispatched an army to Ely 
charged with the task of 
quelling Hereward the Wake 
and his rebellious Saxons. But 
this was never going to be a 
fair fight. In typically under- 
hand fashion the Normans 
hired a local witch to confront 
the defenders from a high 
platform where she harangued 
and cast spells on the heroes 
of the Fens, finally baring her 
backside to them three times. 
While this display might well 
have daunted lesser men, it 
served only to inspire Here- 
ward and his companions, 
who toppled the witch and 
won the day! 
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Perkin Warbeck 
Conspiracy, The (lan 
Arthur- son) £10.95. Warbeck claimed to be one 
of the Princes murdered later in the Tower of 
London. He was used by those in power and 
came close to changing the course of European 
history. 


Poisoned Chalice (Henry Klein) £4.50. The 
autobiographical story of the lawyer who defended 
those who wanted peace with Germany during the 
‘Great Sedition Trial’ in the USA. 


Protocols and the Push for World Government, 
The (Admiral Sir Barry Domvile) £2.10. An anal- 
ysis of what the ‘Protocols’ forecast, compared 
with what has actually taken place. 


Radio Priest and the Union for Social Justice, 
The (Father Charles E. Coughlin) £3.90. This 
book contains a 20-page transcript of a broadcast 
made by the Radio League of the Little Flower. 
Father Coughlin, the most popular churchman of 
his generation in the USA, here defends himself 
against a vicious attack by General Hugh Johnson. 


Rebuilding Russia (Alexander Solzenitsyn) 
£8.00. Reflections and proposals from this 
talented and extraordinary man. 


Robin Hood (J. Ritson) £11.50. Ancient poems, 
songs and ballads. First published in 1795. 


Rudolf Report, The (Germar Rudolf) £20.00. A 
scientific examination of the ‘gas chambers’ of 
Auschwitz and related issues. 450 pages. 


Runes (J. Dees) £11.95. An entertaining and 
instructive book on the meaning of these ancient 
symbols and the mythology of each individual 
sign. A beautiful production. 


Serpent’s Walk (Randolph D. Calverhall) £7.95. 
A fictional story of a revolution in 2049. This time, 
as the author says, “The Good Guys Win.” 


Setting the Record 
Straight: Letters From 
Cell No. 7. (Ernst 
Ziindel) £10.00. The 
story of vengeance by 
the Canadian Govern- 
ment against a man 
who dared to challenge 
the orthodox version of 
the ‘Holocaust’. 


Letters fom Cell #7 


Struggle for World by Political Prisoners 
Power, The (George a ny 
Knupffer) £9.95. About [ayeeRimyAureteta 
the bid for global control 
by the faceless men of 
the secret world government. 


Thug or a Million Murders (Col. James L. 
Sleeman) £12.50. The devotees of the cult of 
‘Thuggee’ in India were murderers who believed 
they had the protection of the goddess Kali. The 
writer’s grandfather was principally responsible for 
eliminating the cult, and this book relates the story 
of his endeavours. 


Tomb of English People, The (Duncan Balmer) 
£8.70. This new book gives a concise history of 
England and contemptuously spurns political 
correctness. As the author points out, the graves 
of our ancestors may be found all over the earth, 
but our influence remains. 


To Restrain the Red Horse (Alan D. Armstrong) 
£11.95. About the urgent need for radical econ- 
omic reform. 


Torture (A Report from the CDL) £3.30. A 
compilation of the evidence which shows that the 
United States Army used cruel and barbaric 
methods of torture upon its prisoners when the 
Second World War was over. A timely report 
sub-titled ‘From Germany to Iraq’. 


Towards World Government (Deirdre Manifold) 
£10.75. A timely warning of the coming world 
dictatorship. 


Victory Through Defeat (Edited and Introduced 
by James Warner) £3.30. A post-war interview 
by Serge Brousseau of the famous Canadian 
Nationalist Adrian Arcand, in which some surpris- 
ing theories are put forward and discussed. 


We Accuse: Deborah Lipstadt, Professor of 
‘Chutzpah’ (K.R.Bolton) £3.30. A critique and 
analysis of Lipstatdt’s book Denying The Holo- 
caust. This booklet exposes the many tricks that 
are used to smear researchers into the real oper- 
ation and purpose of the concentration camps. 


Western Intelligentsia and the Soviet Union, 
The (D. Heald) £4.00. A selection of quotes 
praising Stalin and the red dictatorships in Eastern 
Europe by a range of liberal intellectuals. These 
are the words that their authors want forgotten. 


Witness to History (Michael Walsh) £6.00. 
There are probably more facts and quotes regard- 
ing the Third Reich in this A4 magazine-size book 
than in any other publication. 


World Conquerors, The (Louis Marschalko) 
£16.95. A great mine of historical detail that ex- 
plains much of what brought European civilisation 
to death and destruction: a period that the author 
describes as “The Second Feast of Purim.” 


Yesterday and Tomorrow. £4.50. Essays by 
various nationalist authors. About the tradition of 
National Revolution. 


Zionist Terror Network, The (Institute for 
Historical Review) £5.75. The background and 
operation of the Jewish Defence League and 
other criminal Zionist groups in the USA are inves- 
tigated and exposed. 
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LEGAL FUND: £1,900 RAISED 


Contributions to our Legal Fund over the past month have raised the total to 
£1,900.00. Everyone has been sent a personal thank-you letter signed by our 
editor, but we thank them again here. 

As readers will know, the fund has had to be opened — once again — for the 
purpose of raising money to finance a civil action in the High Court against British 
National Party Chairman Nick Griffin for authorising the expulsion of our editor, 
John Tyndall, from the party. Mr. Tyndall was expelled in August 2003 but was 
reinstated after legal action. Now Mr. Griffin is at it again! It is noteworthy that the 
charges upon which Mr. Tyndall was expelled this time were brought a short time 
after he had announced his intention to make a constitutional challenge to Mr. 
Griffin for the party leadership. 

Mr. Tyndall totally rejects the charges against him, which were heard on 4th 
December by a tribunal appointed by or on the authority of Mr. Griffin. 

The matter has been placed in the hands of a firm of solicitors, who are making 
an application for judicial review of the case in the High Court in London. We are 
confident that the outcome will be the same as previously. 

In the meantime, however, some legal expenses are going to be incurred. Quite 
reasonably, the solicitors have requested an ‘up-front’ payment of £500.00 to begin 
proceedings, which has been sent. More will obviously be required before the case 
is concluded. We ask all supporters to give generously so that this action may be 
pursued to a victorious conclusion. 

If the action is successful and full costs are awarded the plaintiff, donors will be 
given the option of their money being returned. 

All contributions should be marked ‘Legal Fund’ and sent to PO Box 2471, 
Hove, East Sussex BN3 4DT. 


For new insights into the nationalist faith, read... 


HERITAGE AND DESTINY 
20 pages of quality articles of British and world interest. 


Published quarterly to bi-monthly 
£2.00 per copy (US or Canada $3.00). Subscription for six issues: £18.00 (US or 
Canada $24.00) 
Obtainable from PO Box 331, Blackburn, Lancs BB1 2WU 
(US address: PO Box 812, Ashburn, VA 20146-0812, U.S.A.) 


How to obtain Spearhead 


Make sure of your regular copy of Spearhead by becoming a subscriber. Please fill in the 
form here and send it to us, together with payment, as directed. Please note also the rates 
for bulk-buyers. 


PLUS DONATION (IF ANY) OF 


The following rates are for 12 issues (please tick box where applicable):- 


British Isles £24.000; Overseas surface mail £27.00D; Air mail Europe £29.20; Air mail 
elsewhere £36.600. 


PLEASE NOTE: These rates apply if your remittance is in Pounds Sterling. If the 
remittance is in any other currency, an additional charge of £5.50 must be made in 
the case of cheques and money orders and £3.00 in the case of banknotes, these 
paying for our bank’s commission and charges. 


Discounts for bulk purchases can be obtained as follows:- 


10-19 copies £1.10 each; 20-49 copies £1.00 each; 50-99 copies 83p each; 100-199 
copies 69p each; 200-499 copies 60p each; 500 copies or over 55p each. For advice on 
postal rates for these quantities please contact our office. 


All cheques and postal or money orders should be made out to Spearhead and sent 
to PO Box 2471, Hove, East Sussex BN3 4DT. Please do not include payment for 
Spearhead in a remittance which includes payment for other items. 


OBITUARY 
Sam Francis 


We were greatly saddened to hear of the 
death last month of Sam Francis, who 
passed away in hospital near his home in 
Alexandria, Virginia, U.S.A, as a result of 
complications following recent heart surgery. 
He was 57. 

Sam Francis was probably the finest 
nationalist writer in America and possibly in 
the English-speaking world. Born in Tenne- 
ssee in 1947, he graduated with a PhD from 
the University of North Carolina in 1979. He 
once worked for the Washington Times and 
received the Distinguished Writing Award for 
Editorial Writing from the American Society 
of Newspaper Editors in both 1989 and 
1990. He was later fired from his paper for 
his outspokenness. Then he went freelance, 
and until the end produced a regular and 
most popular syndicated column. 

Our editor had the pleasure of a most 
enjoyable and interesting lunch with him 
when visiting his home area only last June. 
He seemed then in good form, and his death 
has come as a real shock. Our sympathies 
go out to all his family and close friends. 


The Eleventh Hour 


The Eleventh Hour has sometimes been 
described as the ‘Bible’ of British Nation- 
alism. First published in 1988, it was up- 
dated in the 1998 edition to take in the many 
developments occurring on the political 
scene in the intervening years. Written by 
the founder of the British National Party, 
John Tyndall, the book gives comprehensive 
coverage of all the major current issues 
affecting Britain. It delves into the ideologies 
of liberalism, conservatism and the left, and 
also examines that of British Nationalism 
and its background. It contains an extensive 
analysis of the British economy and political 
system. It looks at issues connected with 
freedom and order, the mass media, the 
environment, race and immigration, North- 
ern Ireland, the Commonwealth, foreign 
policy and defence. It also gives a detailed 
outline of the development of the BNP and 
its predecessor organisations in Britain. 

The Eleventh Hour runs to 537 pages. It 


is partly autobiographical, giving an account 
of the author's origins, early political awak- 
ening and subsequent life’s work. 


Price: hardback £25.00 plus £4.78 
p&p; softback £17.50 plus £3.75 p&p. 
Please make out cheques to Albion 
Press and send orders to PO Box 
2471, Hove, East Sussex BN3 4DT. 


JOHN TYNDALL 


The book 

you must 

read if you 
want to 

know what |= 
John Tyndall 
stands for 


LAST MONTH’S protest rally organised by the 
Spearhead Group attracted an audience of some 
80 nationalists, most of them British National 
Party members. The rally was held in Bucking- 
hamshire on 20th February in protest against the 
series of expulsions, suspensions and _ proscrip- 
tions that have been carried out by the BNP 
leadership against members and would-be mem- 
bers who have dared to utter dissent over recent 
party policy changes and attempted changes on 
the part of the leadership. 

Ian Edward chaired the event and announced 
the first speaker, SG Secretary Eddy Morrison, 
who gave a most interesting talk about the devel- 
opment of the Group since its foundation last 
year. He was followed by Steven Smith, former 
Burnley BNP organiser, who explained some of 


KEITH AXON SPEAKS 


THE REAL LEGACY 


OF ‘SAINT’ NELSON 
(Contd. from page 13) 


secure, most justly governed and least likely to 
be oppressed by their tribal enemies was 
when they were administered by the British 
Empire.” No quarrel with this, except to say 
that the vast contributions of other European 
colonisers should not be underestimated. 

Africa abounds in rich untapped mineral 
wealth and resources. Properly governed and 
administered, it would not need outside aid. 
Its poverty now is of its own making. Filling 
Mandela’s begging bowls; plugging Geldoff’s 
silly day-dreams; fulfilling Gordon Brown’s 
fantasies about wiping off Third World debts 
(until the next time!) and handing back the 
proceeds saved for corrupt leaders to thieve 
and squander; and advancing Blair’s hallucin- 
ations about being Africa’s saviour: none of 
these things will save Africa from itself. 


The writer of this article, Myra Hannah, 
lived for some years in Northern Rhodesia 
(now Zambia), where her husband was a 
district judge. Myra Hannah herself was called 
to the bar in Britain but never practised there. 
She was later admitted an as attorney in 
Swaziland. She now lives in retirement in the 
South of England. 


the attributes that made his branch the most 
successful in the party’s history. Former West 
Midlands BNP organiser Keith Axon then read 
out a formidable list of indictments against BNP 
leader Nick Griffin, including totally irrespon- 
sible wastage of party funds. 

Sharon Pastou of Burnley BNP spoke next, 
and accused Mr. Griffin of bankrupting the BNP. 

After a break for an enjoyable buffet, Peter 
Rushton took the floor and spoke about the app- 
alling takeover of London by ethnic minorities, as 
seen by a northerner on occasional visits. 

Tess Culnane returned to the theme of party 
purges, reading out a long list of nationalists who 


SHARON PASTOU SPEAKS 


Excellent Spearhead Group rally 


have been victims of the leadership’s paranoia. 

Richard Edmonds then spoke, and in a lively 
address condemned utterly the same pointless 
bloodletting. 

The final speaker was Spearhead editor and 
former BNP leader John Tyndall. He stressed the 
need in the present party crisis for people to keep 
their heads, and said that eventual victory will go 
to those who do so and practise self-discipline. 

A magnificent collection raised over £700. 

Finally, thanks and praise must go to Rick 
Fawcus and Tyr Services for organising the event 
and to Sharon Pastou for providing, as she so 
often does, the very tasty buffet. 


RICHARD EDMONDS SPEAKS 


Steven Smith speaks. Behind him is the famous sandwich board used by him to patrol 


the streets of Burnley at election times, used here as a presentational aid. 


be appreciated. Thanks. 


SPEARHEAD SUPPPORT FUND 


Income from the sales of our magazine is not enough to cover full 
production and administrative costs. We therefore rely on regular donations 
from our supporters so that we may remain solvent. 

Also, because of the controversial nature of the opinions expressed in these 
columns, it is impossible to induce wholesale distributers to handle the 
magazine. Hence another reason for our needing additional financial support. 

Please send all contributions to Spearhead, PO Box 2471, Hove, East 
Sussex BN3 4DT. Please note that receipts are not normally sent for donations 
of less than £10 unless specifically requested — in which case an SAE would 
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THEY MUST BE JOKING! 


JES NoE Pacis& 
to | limits | 
On IMMIGFATION. 


E’RE THINKING? CONSERVATIVE _ 


ARE YOU THINKING WHAT W 


This is a Tory election poster that one of our readers spotted near his home in London. The reader 
was resourceful enough to take a photo of the poster and send it to us. For sheer chutzpah, today’s 
Tories really take the biscuit. For all these years, the party has done nothing effective whatever about 
immigration, whether in government or in opposition. On the contrary, they have regularly and 
viciously attacked the British National Party for speaking out on on the issue and warning the British 
people of the prospect of national ruin if immigration is not stopped and reversed and if the multi- 
racial society and ‘race industry’ that go with it are not dismantled. 

Yet now, as the Tories under Mr. Howard (himself the son of an immigrant) sense that the voters are 
getting really angry about the flooding of Britain and ready to vote for the BNP in ever larger numbers, 
what do we see but them quite cynically donning bogus new clothes and coming out as the party that 
is going to stem the tide of immigrants! 

“Are you thinking what we’re thinking?” says the poster at the bottom. Well, maybe the Tories have 
been thinking immigration is wrong for a long time, but what have they actually done? The answer is a 
clear zero! 

Of course, they tried it once before, when the then Mrs. Thatcher came out with a statement on TV 
about the British people fearing being ‘swamped’ by immigrants. But what did the ‘Iron Lady’ ever do 
when in power once the statement had fulfilled its purpose of conning many voters? Again a spectac- 
ular zero! 

The British people must not allow themselves to be conned by the Tories a second time! 


ROD LIDDLE, the journalist (pictured right), came out with a pe. AN D S oO NM U ST a E b 


most extraordinary observation in an article in The Spectator 


on 19th February. The article was headed ‘Why Labour does their enormous influence in the world of commerce, high 

not need the Jews’, and it attempted to explain that the Labour _ finance and the mass media. Today, many of Labour’s biggest 

Party is now no longer as dependent as it used to be on the financial donors are Jewish. Jews exert totally dispropor- 

goodwill of the Jewish community in Britain, since the tionate power in broadcasting, particularly TV. They own a 

Muslims are now far stronger in numbers and thus have many number of the biggest newspaper groups, including the 

more votes. This, he claimed, is why winning favour with Express Group and Trinity Mirror, and they exert huge 

Muslims is much more important than doing so with Jews. influence over the media through advertising, whereby they 
One has to ask: what planet is Mr. Liddle living on? The can deliver newspapers and TV networks to ruin by with- 

political power of Jews in Britain has never been measured by rawal of advertising revenue. Go back to school, Mr. Liddle! 

the numbers of votes they can deliver at election times but by Spearhead 
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